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Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

*1. Type of Submission: ‘2 Type of Application If Revision, select appropriate letter(s)

U Preapplication fl New A. Increase Award C. Increase Duration

U Application C Continuation ‘Other (Specify)

Changed/Corrected Application Revision

3. Date Received: 4. Applicant Identifier:

5a. Federal Entity Identifier: ‘5b. Federal Award Identifier:

.CE69744O1—.

State Use Only:

6. Date Received by State: j 7. State Application Identifier

8. APPLICANT INFORMATION:

‘a. Legal Name: Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation

‘b. Employer/Taxpayer Identification Number (EIN/TIN): ‘c Organizational DUNS:

33-0420271 036252018

d. Address:

‘Streot 1: 320W. 4th St.. Suite 200

Street 2:

City: Los Angeles

County: Los Angeles

‘State: CA

Province:

*Country: U.S.A

*Zip / Postal Code 90013

e, Organizational Unit:

Department Name: Division Name:

f. Nime and contact information of person to be contacted on matters involving this application:

Prefix: Mr. ‘First Name: Joel

Middle Name:

‘Last Name: Hanson

Suffix:

Title: Administrative Director
r -

Organizational Affiliation:

Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation :1
*Telephone Number: 213-576-6645 Fax Number: 213-576-6646 (..,,
Email jhanson@waterboards ca gov



)M II Number 4010—0004

Ixpirallilu I}iie 0 I3 I 200’)

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

•9 Type of Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

N1.Nonproflt w!501C3 IRS Status(Oth Than Higher Edu

Type of Applicant 2: Select Applicant Type:

Type of Applicant 3: Select Applicant Type:

Other (Specify)

*10 Name of Federal Agency:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

11. Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number:

66-456

CFDA Title:

12 Funding Opportunity Number:

Title:

13. Competition Identification Number:

Title;

14. Areas Affected by Project (Cities, Counties, States, etc.):

County of Los Angeles, CA

*j5 Descriptive Title of Applicant’s Project;

Continued ;mp:ementation of the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Plan
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Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

16. Congressional Districts Of:

a Apphcant 34 b. Program.:Project: 24, 28, 30 31,33,34,35, 36,46

17. Proposed Project.

a. Start Dale: 10,01/09 *b End Date: 93aeiT0 HI 0
18. Estimated Funding (S):

a. Pederal $603,000

b Applicant
$14017

State
$947,095

*d Local
Si 5,046

‘e Other
f Program Income — - — - — —.

g. TOTAL $1,576,158

*iqi Is Application Subject to Review By State Under Executive Order 12372 Process?

a. This application was made available to the State under the Executive Order 12372 Process for review on

fl b. Program is subject to E.O. 12372 but has not been selected by the State for review

c. Program is not covered byE. 0. 12372

*20. Is the Applicant Delinquent On Any Federal Debt? (II Yes”, provide explanation.)

O Yes No

21. By signing this application, I certify (1) to the statements contained in the list of certifications and (2) that the s:atemcnls
herein are true, complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. I also provide the required assurances** and agree to comply
with any resulting terms if I accept an award I am aware that any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may subject
me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties. (U. S. Code, Title 218, Section 1001)

The list of certifications aed assurances, or an internet site where you ma-j obtain this list, is conta’ned in the announcement or
agency specific instructions

Authorized Representative;

Prefix. Dr. — -

_______

*First Name: Si]fllgy__

_____

Middle Name:

Last Name Luco

Suffix

______-— _______________

*Title Executive Director

*Teleph000 Number 310-216-9827 Fax Number 310-216-9826

* Email slucesantamnonicabay.org A i_—i, / /
*Signature of Authoozod Representative

—/

tDate Signed. /O
\iii!ori,tcl him L,t-iI Rcl]iiitliiclitlii Siuicl.irtl hoiii 414 l1L’itL1 Iil1(ll)i)

I’ic’,ci ilccl Ii’ i)\lli ( ic’iil.,r \— 1)11
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Applicant Federal Debt Delinquency Explanation

The following should contain an explanation if the Applicant organization is delinquent of any Federal Debt.



BUDGET DETAIL

The detail for each object class category must be provided. Formats may van,’, but all in formation below should be
included in your application.

a. PERSONNEL

POSITION # FEDERAL SMBRF* SWRCB** AMOUNT

Executive Director 1 89753 - - 89,753

Deputy Director 1 - - 101,084 101084

Administrative Director 1 30.000 - - 30,000

Environmental Scientist 1 - - 85,383 85,383

Marine Science and 1 45.000 - - 45,000
Policy Analyst

Project Manager 1 45,000 - - 45,000

Wetland Restoration 2 - 120,000 - 120,000

Boater Education 2 - 82,810 - 82,810
Program

a. Personnel Total 209,753 202,810 ,. 186,467 599,030

SMBRF Personnel Costs incorporate a portion of Fringe Benefits
**SwRCB Personnel Includes Fringe Benefits

b. FRINGE BENEFITS

BASE (personnel) RATE AMOUNT

FEDERAL 209,753 33% 69,218

SMBRF 202,810 33% 20,28r

SWRCB , 186,467 Calculated by the SWRCB and included in personnel
costs

b. Fringe Benefits Total 89,499

SMBRF Personnel Costs incorporate a portion of Fringe Benefits

4
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C. TRAVEL — List trips planned, destination, dates, and
and out-of-state travel.

the amounts per trip. Please separate local travel

TRAVEL I LOCATION COST

NEP Tech Transfer Conference TBD 6,200

ANEP/EPA National Meeting Washington D.C. 4,200

TAC, MTAC Various - Local 2,000

Stakeholder Meetings Various - Local 7,600

c. Travel Total 20,000

SMBRF Follows federal guidelines for travel.

d. EQUIPMENT: Tangible, non-expendable, personal property having a useful life of more than one year
and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more per unit. Applicant’s definition of equipment may be used provided
the definition at least includes all items previously defined above.

. ITEM NUMBER COST PER UNIT TOTAL

Computers and Software: hardware, software, Various Various 8,500
internet services, website maintenance

d. Equipment Total 1 8,500

e. SUPPLIES*

ITEM NUMBER COST PER UNIT TOTAL

Office Supplies (post-its, pen, paper, toner, Multiple Various 4,984
Mobile phone & internet subscriptions, etc.)

e. Supplies Total 4,984

Supplies are under the category Dther” in the Workplan Budget, but are separated out here to conform to SF424a
‘Object Class Categofies.”Combined, ‘Supplies” and ‘Other” = 12,984

I

I-
/ , /





f. CONTRACTUAL lust each planned contract separately, type of service to be procured, proposed
procurement method (i.e. small purchase, sealed bids, competitive proposals) and the estimated cost]

ITEM PROCUREMENT FEDERAL’ SMBRF SWRCB TOTAL
METHOD

Consulting Services — Continuing Contract — 70.000 - - 70,000
Govn’t Affairs Director Competitively let

Ballona Creek Watershed Competitive Proposals - 300,000 - . 300,000
Special Studies

Special Projects Competitive Proposals 100,000 - - 100,000

Student Interns Competitive Proposals 50,000 - 49,212 99,212

Web/GIS Work Competitive Proposals 5,000 - - 5,000

f. Contractual Total 225,000 300,000 49,212 574,212

g. CONSTRUCTION (N/A)

h. OTHER*

ITEM NUMBER COST PER UNIT I TOTAL

Printing Multiple Various 3.000

OutreachUoumal graphic design, journal editing, Multiple Various 5,000
press release service)

h. Other Total 8,000
*/ the Workplan Budget, ‘Supplies” are also included in this category. ‘Supplies” are separated out here to conform
to SF424a “Object Class Categories.” Combined, “Supplies” and “Other” = 12,984, as reflected in the Workplan
budget.

/

FEDERAL SMBRF SWRCB TOTAL

I. TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 545,455 523,091 235,679 1,304,224

j. INDIRECT COSTS rate = 10% of base rate = 10% of base rate = 70% of base 271,934
54,545 52,309 165,079

k. TOTAL PROPOSED COSTS 1,576158

FEDERAL FUNDS REQUESTED 600,000

RECIPIENT SHARE (MATCH) 976,158:

RECIPIENT SHARE OF TOTAL PROPOSED COSTS 62%

FEDERAL SHARE OF TOTAL PROPOSED COSTS 38%

6
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OPTIONAL FORMAT
SAMPLE BUDGET DETAIL FORMAT

The detail for each object class category must be provided. Formats may vanj’, but al/information below should be
included in your application.

a. PERSONNEL

Lab Assistant 1

POSITION NUMBER SALARY

2

WORK
YEARSJ

$22,500 1’
AMOUNT

S45,000 /

/

V

/

/

‘I

Lab Assistant 2 1 - 20,000 t_._[____ 20,000

Env. Engineer II 2 38675 1 77,750

Microbiologist IV 1 44,000 2 88,000

Env. Health Specialist 1 23,976 0.33 7,912

Chemist III 1 50,00’ 1 50,000

Health Assistant . 1 22 1 1 22,331

a. Personnel Total $310,993

b. FRINGE BENEFITS

BASE (personn&) -

..

RATE 21%

b. FRINGE BENEFITS TOTAL $65,308

c. TRAVEL — List trips planned, dest ation, dates, and the amounts per trip. Please
separate local travel and out-of-stat ravel.

EaTL)

SES

Las Vegas, NV (1 Person) $1,000



Washington, DC (2 People) $2,400

San Francisco, CA (3 People) $3,000

LOCAL TRAVEL $4,342

Explain:

-Trips are scheduled to attend the American Water Works Conference, Regional Workshop on New Regulations,

Grant Negotiations! and Grant Workshop!

Out of State Travel -$10,837
Local Travel - $4,342
Based on an estimate for mileage ($20/mile), $45/day maximum lodging! and $20/day maximum for meals.

Travel total = $15!179

c. TRAVEL TOTAL: $15,179 /

d. EQUIPMENT: Tangible, non-expendable, personal property having a useful life of more than one year

and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more per unit. Applicant’s definition of equipment may be used provided

the definition at least includes all items previously defined above.

COST PER
ITEM NUMBER UNIT TOTAL

Recycling Composter - 2 $16,000 $32000

Computers

______

4 1,750 7,000

Monitors

_______________________

4 584 —
2,336

Laser Printers -— 2 1,389 2,778

File Cabinets 2 443 886

WaterQualltyMonor -- —

______

- 7,000 7,000 /

d. EQUIPMENT TOTAL

________

—

- - -

$52,000

e. SUPPLIES

fbstET
- ITEM NUMBER UNIT TOTAL

Office Supplies (post-its pen paper) — Muftiple - Vanou -- — —— - $iiO0

Field Survey Supplies

________________

Multiple Various’ - 2.600

6



rLab Supplies (beakers, pipettes) Multiple Various 1,200

Software for Computers (MS Office) 4 $387.50 1,550

Repairs — Vehicle Maintenance
Phone — Long Distance
(not in Indirect Cost Pool)

1,200

flRental of Conference Rooms - —

(4 days@$1 .050/day) for training

Postage
Printing for Reports (Distributed at
Conference) --

LPLPLHER TOTAL -

e. SUPPLIES TOTAL

Printing Supplies for Brochures Multiple Various S2,200 /

$8,650j7

f. CONTRACTUAL [List each planned contract separately, type of service to be procured, proposed
procurement method (i.e. small purchase, sealed bids, competitive proposals) and the estimated cost]

- ITEM — JPROCUREMENTMETHoD TOTAL

Env. Engineer - Consultant —_____________ Competitive Proposals — $24,100

Hydrologist Competitive Proposals 25900

GIS Survey Small Purchase 3500

‘ Lab Sample Analysis —_________ Small Purchase 6,500

f. CONTRACTUAL TOTAL $60,000

g. CONSTRUCTION (N/A)

h.OTHER .

.

COST PER
ITEM NUMBER UNIT TOTAL

$2,500
Repairs — Computers

3,500

4,200

1800

$13795

7



i. TOTAL DIRECT COSTS $525,925

Base Personnel and Fringe Benefits

r •
INDIRECT COSTS BASE $37 x RATE 25% = $94,075

k. TOTAL PROPOSED COSTS $620,000

FEDERAL FUNDS REQUESTED $465,000

RECINTSHART2HJ_ - -
- -—

-
$i55MO0

RECIPIENT SHARE OF TOTAL PROPOSED

COSTS 25%

FEDERAL SHARE OF TOTAL PROPOSED

COSTS
75%

V

/

8



VII. Travel Costs

SMBRF FY 2010 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

FY09 Travel Summary

Cost/Estimated
Date rrip Purpose Location - Person(s) Cost

S. Luce, S Wang, J.
November-OS NEP Meeting New York. ropel, S. Bergguist $ 5,879

. Luce, L.
February-09 EPNANEP Meeting Washington, D.C IProtopapadakis [S 2,584

I . Protopapadakis,
Oct.08 — March09 rAC, MTAC Los Angeles TAC members S 1,356

k’arious Sc
Dthers Stakeholder meetings locations Il 1,021

TOTAL 10,840

‘FY10 Anticipated Travel

Cost/Estimated
Date I’ rip Purpose Location ferson(s) Cost

NEP Tech Transfer
November-10 Donference [TBD pirector & staff(x4) $6,200:

NEP/EPA National birector., Staff. Board
February-09 Meeting Washington, D.C. Members $4,20d

tOTAL $ 1 0,400.00

38
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I. INTRODUCTION

In 1989, Congress recognized Santa Monica Bay as a ‘,vater body of national
significance” and established the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project (SMBRP) as one
of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s National Estuary Programs (NEPs). In
1995, SMBRP finalized the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Plan (BRP; also known as the
Comprehensive Conservation and Management Plan), which defined the priority
problems facing Santa Monica Bay and the actions necessary to address them. In
September 2002. Governor Gray Davis signed legislation creating the Santa Monica Bay
Rcstoration Commission (SMBRC) as a new State entity charged with carrying forward
the work of SMBRP. SMBRC held its first meeting as a new State entity in October
2003.

Beginning in the mid 2007 and over the course of next one and half year, Bay
Commission staff conducted a comprehensive update of the original 1995 BRP through
an iterative process with active participation from members of the Governing Board. The
results of this process are two companying documents: the 1995 BRP Check-Up and the
2008 BRP Update. Approved by the Governing Board on December 18, 2008, the new
BRP Update The purpose of this BRP Update is to lay out approaches and strategies that
the SMBRC believes arc the most effective in making substantial progress toward Bay
restoration over the next ten to twenty years. More specifically, The new BRP presents a
set of new goals, objectives, and milestones to address rcmaining issues and new
challenges. which reflect the consensus of all SMBRC partners with regard to the best
strategies and priorities to ensure continued progress and achieve eventual restoration of
the Bay and its watershed.

The purpose of this work plan is to describe the technical, managerial, and administrative
support and public involvement necessary for SMBRC to continue to advance the
mission of the Santa Monica Bay NEP. Specifically, this work plan outlines the program
objectives, tasks, funding sources, and resource allocations for the work to be performed
during Federal fiscal year (FY) 20010: October 1,2009 — September 30, 2010.

The funding to support activities in this work plan largely includes Federal Clean Water
Act (C WA) Section 320 “base” grant funding for 2009-20 10, the State General Fund, and
administrative fund provided by the state for State bond grants (e.g., Proposition 50 and
84 grants) managed by SMBRC. The CWA Section 320 grants require a 50-50 match.
During this work plan period, our match requirement will be met using funds from the
State bond grants, the State General Fund and grant funds the Santa Monica Bay
Restoration Foundation (SMBRF) received from State and local sources and used to can
out projects associated with BRP implementation.

The SMBRF will serve as the primary fiscal agent for the Federal funding provided in FY
10. The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB} will continue to serve as fiscal agents for the
State funding and continue to provide in-kind administrative stippon.
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The California State Coastal Conservancy provides support as the fiscal agentlgrant
administrator for Proposition 12 bond monies, and the SWRCB is a partner with SMBRC
as the fiscal administrator for Proposition 50 and 84 monies.

Section 11 of the work plan provides an ovcn’iew of the activities to be undertaken in
FY10. Section 111 provides details on the individual tasks and how each advances the
goals of the BRP. Section IV explains how the FY10 work plan tasks will be supported
by core program staff.

II. WORK PLAN OVERVIEW

The scope of this work plan is broad. Significant staff effort will continue to be devoted
to the management and oversight of pollution control and habitat restoration projects
through the Proposition 12, 50, and 84 grant programs. In addition, staff will be
responsible for developing and implementing long-term water quality improvement, and
natural resource and benefit protection strategies in Bay and in targeted watersheds;
tracking implementation of the BRP; conducting public education and outreach
programs; and ensuring the fiscal stewardship and program capacity of the Santa Monica
Bay NEP. Many other collaborative BRP implementation efforts will also be conducted,
as detailed in Section 111.

This work plan includes a mix of ongoing and new activities that support implementation
of the BRP and will contribute to achieving the following goals identified in EPA’s
Strategic Plan:

• Goal 2: Clean and Safe Water
• Goal 3: Land Preservation and Restoration
• Goal 4: Healthy Communities and Ecosystems, and
• Goal 5: Compliance and Environmental Stewardship.

The overarching goals of this work plan are consistent with EPA’s strategic goals:
• To make continued improvements in water quality and the health of the Bay’s

habitats and resources by effectively promoting and managing the implementation
of pollution control, habitat restoration, and ecological assessment projects;

• To work with dischargcrs and other stakeholders toward collaborative programs
that reduce negative environmental impacts on the Bay and increase compliance
with Clean Water Act regulations;

• To outreach to the public and policy-makers about the state of Santa Monica Bay,
how they can help improve the ecological health of the Bay. and the activities and
accomplishments of the Santa Monica Bay NEP;

• To monitor and assess the effectiveness of BRP implementation, both in terms of
management actions and environmental improvements; and

• To improve the institutional mechanisms and program management of the Santa
Monica Bay NEP.

In FY 10, the SMBRC will continue to achieve the above overarching goals through three
primary ways (core functions). These core fttnctions include:
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• Facilitation: SMBRC is the only group in the diverse and densely-populated
watershed of Santa Monica Bay whose main function is to bring together all
stakeholders in an open and collaborative process wherein the goal is to improve
the health of the Bay for all who depend on it. Although many agencies,
industries, and nonprofit groups work on environmental issues in our watershed.
only SMBRC has broad Governing Board representation and multi-level support
(local, State, and Federal) to link these groups together and foster truly integrated
solutions to habitat and pollution problems.

• Implementation: SMBRC has expert technical and policy staff who conduct
projects and programs ranging from education (e.g., the Clean Marinas program),
to hands-on management of millions of dollars in grant funds, to designing
wetlands restoration (e.g., the Ballona Science Advisory Panel).

• Program Management: There are significant reporting requircments associated
with the Federal and State monies received and/or distributed by SMBRC. In
addition, we operate a nonprofit Foundation, as well as a Joint Powers Agreement
with Los Angeles County. Both of these entities require bookkeeping and
reporting tasks that fall under Program Management.

3
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III. TASK DESCRIPTIONS

This section outlines each of the FY10 work plan tasks in detail. Many of the FY10 tasks
are continuations of past efforts. The particular BRP actions that are linked to each task
are identified, along with the corresponding partner organizations, anticipated
environmental results, and performance measures. Environmental results are divided into
Outputs (i.e., an activity or effort and/or associated work products that are produced or
provided over a specific period of time) and Outcomes (i.e., environmental changes or
benefits resulting from such activities/ efforts) and refer to results that are expected to be
achieved in FY10, A summary table of the SRI’ actions is included as Appendix A.

A. Oversee Proposition 12, 50 and 84 bond grants
Core Function = Implementation

Continue to provide oversight of and technical support for pollution
prevention and habitat restoration projects that have been thnded through
Prop. 12, Prop. 50, and the new Prop. 84 grant programs. The projects
funded through these programs were selected through a rigorous public
process to ensure they meet the BRP objectives and address the BRP
priorities adopted by the Commission. Adequate oversight of these
projects is essential and entails close coordination with SWRCB staff and
project proponents, preparing grant agreements, and regular project
reporting. (See Appendix B for a list of all ongoing Prop. 12 and 50
projects.)

The State budget crisis in 2008 has resulted temporary suspension of all
on-going Prop. 12 and 50 projects and delayed allocation of Prop. 84 grant
Rind. Although funding to existing projects is expected to have resumed
by the beginning of the 2010 fiscal year, it will take some time and effort
to bring back the stalled projects up to speed, and budget and schedule for
many affected projects may need to be renegotiated or adjusted.

Proposition 12 Grant Proaram

Prop. 12 has resulted in $25 million for BRP implementation. SMBRC
staff currently manages 14 projects totaling approximately $4.3 million.
Additional projects may come on line during FY10, which would increase
our project management burden. Work related to existing and new Prop.
12 projects includes:
• Regular meetings and site visits with grantees to evaluate project

progress.
• Managing grants, reviewing progress reports, and approving invoices.
• Coordination between grantees and the State Coastal Conservancy in

contract planning, execution and completion.
• Preparing project progress reports.
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• Providing technical assistance and troubleshooting. including conflict
resolution when needed.

• Reviewing and approving tinal project products/deliverables.
• Preparing public summaries of completed projects.
• Working with new project proponents to develop proposals and work

scopes.

Proposition 50 Grant Proaram

Prop. 50 has resulted in 520 million for BRP implementation. SMBRC
staff is responsible for managing II projects totaling approximately $13
million. Work related to the existing Prop. 50 projects includes:
• Coordinate between the project proponent and the SWRCB

Contract and Grants Office. Assist in contract development and
execution.

• Monitor and report on project progress through site visits,
meetings, review of progress reports, etc. Review and approve
invoices.

• Provide technical assistance and troubleshooting, including
facilitating conflict resolution when needed.

Proposition 84 Grant Program

• The passage of Prop. 84 in 2006 resulted in $18 million for BRP
implementation. The funds come via the Clean Beaches Task Force of
the State Water Resources Control Board and projects must meet the
criteria of the Task Force for improving beach water quality. The State
legislature initially appropriated S 1.6 million in State fiscal year 2007
and additional 8.4 million funds in fiscal year 2008 . During FY 2009,
SMBRC worked with potential grantees to develop projects that
advance the goals of the Bay Restoration Plan with special target to
development of green infrastructure projects, and projects that meeting
regulatory priorities such as TMDLs. SMBRC also developed and
issued a Request for Proposal to solicit project proposals from
potential grantees, coordinated the proposal review by the TAC and
developed a recommended project list. Although the approval of the
project list by the Governing Board and the SWRCB is delayed due to
the State bond funding freeze, the process is expected to be completed
by the beginning of FY 10. After final approval of the recommended
projects, specific tasks during FY 10 include:

• Coordinate the project proponents and the SWRCB Contract and
Grants Office, ssist in contract development and execution.

• Monitor and report on project progress through site visits, meetings,
review of progress reports. etc. Review and approve invoices.
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• Provide technical assistance and troubleshooting, including facilitating
conflict resolution when needed.

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: i/b, I.2b, 2./c, 2. if 2.5a, 4.6h.

5.1(4 5.ih, 6.5a, 6.5h, 7.2(4 7.3a, 7.3h, 7.5c 7.5c 7.5d, 7Sf 7.6c, 8./a,
8. Ic, 9.Ia, 9. lb. ii. ]a, 11.la

Partner Organizations: SWRCB

Environmental Results: Outputs: Number o,J’projects initiated, in
progress, or completed.

Envi,-o;;nie,ita( Results: Outcomes: Reduction in mile-day beach closures,
exceedances oJiivtcr quafln’ criteria, andpollutant loadings; increase in
acres and/or linear mi/cs of habitats restored.

Perfbrmance Measures: lnpioved beach water quality grades at Santa
Monica Bm’ beaches: acruvlinear miles of habitats restored.

B. Facilitate development and implementation of water quality
re2ulations in the Bay watershed

Core Function = Facilitationllmplementation

One overarching goal of the Bay Restoration Plan is to ensure that
Commission activities and projects contribute to the achievement of water
quality standards at all waterbodies in the Bay and the Bay watershed. To
achieve this goal, the Commission staff consults with the Los Angeles
Regional Water Quality Control Board and EPA on Clean Water Act
regulatory program strategies. Based on these strategies, the Commission
works with stakeholders responsible for achieving allocations of total
maximum daily loads (TMDLs, see Appendix C for a list and status of
TMDLS in Santa Monica Bay watershed) as well as dischargers
responsible for complying with NPDES permits. Specific Commission
contributions include identifying pollutant sources and prioriti7ing and
implementing cleanup projects. For example. the Commission has
awarded millions of dollars in grant ftinding for stormwatcr pollution
reduction projects to specifically help local municipalities meet
stormwater permit requirements ahd the goals of the trash, pathogen, and
metal TMDLs in our local waterbodies. In the friture, the Commission
will be placing more emphasis on highlighting how its projects will
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contribute to water quality improvements across the Santa Monica Bay
watershed.

During FY 10, the Commission will continue to prioritize available
funding to projects that contribute to meeting TMDLs and storm water
permit requirements. In addition, the Commission will continue to
collaborate with stakeholders to pilot and showcase green solution! low
impact develop (LID) practices as a critical part of a comprehensive, long-
term strategy for storm water pollution control and TMDL implementation
in the region.

The Commission will also continue to contribute to TMDL development
and implementation in the Santa Monica Bay watershed through
participation in stakeholder group activities lcd by the Regional Board
with special focus on TMDLs scheduled within the Ballona Creek
watershed. In addition, the Commission will participate in the
development of the new LA County M54 permit and engage in
management of OSWT systems in the Malibu Civic Center area.

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: l.Ja, I. lb. I.2h, l.2c I.5h. I.8a-e

Partner Ork’anizations: EPA, SWRCB. LAR WQCB. LAC-DPW, Watershed
cities.

Environmental Results: Outputs: TMDLs adopted and progress toward
compliance. Number oJprojec!s initiated, in progress, or completed.

Environmental Results: Outcomes: Reduction in mile—day beach closures,
exceedances ofwater qualm’ criteria, ant/pollutant loadings.

Pertbrmance Measures: Improved head: water qualth’ grades at Santa
Monica Bay beaches; decreasedpollutant concentrations in 303(d)—listed
waterbodies.

C. Facilitate comprehensive watershed management, stream restoration,
and restoration of priorih wetlands
Core Function = Facilitation

C. I Participate in the Inte2rated Regional Water Mana2ement Plan (IRWMP)
for Los An2eles County (State Prop. 50)

The Commission is one often elected members of the Leadership
Committee charged with developing an integrated water resource
management plan for the Los Angeles Metropolitan region (which
includes the entire Santa Monica Bay watershed). The development of the
IRWMP was completed at the end of 2006. During its implementation
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phase, the Commission will continue to actively participate in the
activities of the leadership group and provide necessary technical and
advisory support. Specifically, SMBRC’s role will be to provide expertise
and advocacy for hinding and implementation of habitat, open space, and
recreational components of projects included in the IRWMP. Through its
participation, the Commission will work with Regional Board staff and
others to identi’ and incorporate regulatory priorities into the selection of
specific projects included in the IRWMP. especially projects that lead to
water quality improvement by reducing storm water pollutant loading
regulated by the MS4 permit, specific TMDL implementation plans, etc.

The Commission also sits on the Steering Committees for the North Bay
and South Bay sub-regional groups. SMBRC will continue its role on the
Steering Committees to work with other sub-regional groups to define
projects for the sub-regions for inclusion in the IRWMP.

In FY 10, in addition to participating Committee activities, the
Commission will further facilitate the IRWMP as well as the broader
watershed management process by sponsoring and/or supporting technical
studies, policy analysis/assessment, etc. The Commission will continue to
facilitate development of county-wide funding initiative for storm water
clean-up and water quality protection services by hosting. The
Commission will also continue to carry out and complete Phase II of the
Green Solutions project. Built on Phase I. the Phase II project will develop
site-specific concept designs for Green Solution projects integrating
parks, habitat and/or recreation with water quality improvements aimed at
naturally cleaning polluted runoff- on the highest priority sites that meet
strict hydrologic, land conservation and community demographic criteria.
Phase 11 will also integrate hydrologic, land conservation, open space and
community demographic data to analyze, prioritize and rank over 400
school and vacant public lands throughout the Santa Monica Bay
Watershed for their suitability for Green Solutions Projects. Similar
analysis on the feasibility of implementing Green Solution projects on
private parcels will also be explored during Phase II study. The
Commission will partner with other state and local agencies to oversee
implementation of the Phase II study and present the findings at a
minimum of two major meetings/conferences.

In addition, the Commission will initiate studies addressing impacts of
climate changes on the Bay watershed, starting with the impacts on
wetlands and coastal erosion.

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestone.c: 4.5a, 4.5b. 12. Ia. 12.2a, I2.3a,
13 3a-c, 14./a-c, 143a, 14.3h
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Partner Orancanons: LA County, ,na,iy LA County municipalities outt
councils ofgovennnent, Ivatershed Conservation .4 uthority, nonprofit
environmental groups, Resource Conservation Districts, Metu-opolitan
Water District, LA Dept. of Water and Power, I Vest and Central Basin
Minilcipal I Va/er Districts. San Gabriel Vallei’ Watermacters

Environmental Results: Outputs: LA County—wide JR WMP.

Environmental Results: Ozttcou,ws: Decreased dependence on uuiportccl
water; increased infiltration of storuunvater; decreased polluted runoff/u
the Bat’: increased aquatic habitat did opeut space.

Performance Measures: To he determined as the JR WAIP progresses; One
measure would be the number ofSMBR C—recommended projects that ate
included in the final JR WMP.

C.2. Facilitate restoration of priority wetlands

Ballona lYe/lands:
Restoration of Ballona Wetlands has been a top priority of the
Commission’s for many years. Significant progress has been made in the
last few years, most notably through the acquisition of Ballona Wetlands
by the State of California.

The development of the Ballona Wetlands restoration plan is at a critical
stage of a multi-year process and major challenges remain. SMBRC
works closely with the Lead agency, the State Coastal Conservancy, to
facilitate an inclusive, participatory process involving many stakeholders.
This is done largely by the State Coastal Conservancy ftinding a Ballona
Wetlands Restoration Local Program Manager who is supervised and
supported administratively by SMBRC. In addition, several Commission
staff will continue to participate in the Agency Advisory’ Committee,
Science Advisory Committee, and various stakeholder meetings.

Specifically, in FY 10, the Commission will work with the Coastal
Conservancy to initiate the baseline assessment and CEQA process for
Ballona Wetlands restoration planning.

Malibu Lagoon:
Restoration of Malibu Lagoon is also a top priority of the Commission.
After years of planning. restoration of Malibu Lagoon is now undenvay,
largely due to the Commission’s allocation of Prop. 50 funding and the
leadership of the State Coastal Conservancy and local environmental
groups. The Malibu Lagoon restoration effort is led by the State Coastal

r
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Conservancy and facilitated via SMBRC’s active management of the
Prop. 50 grant and active participation in the Restoration Oversight
Committee and Technical Panel.

Topanga Lagoon:
SMBRC has funded the development of a restoration plan for Lower
Topanga Creek and Topanga Lagoon using Prop. 12 funding. In FY 09,
SMBRC again contributed Prop. 12 funding for implementing Phase I of
the Topanga Lagoon restoration project (berm removal), In FY 10,
SMBRC will continue to work with the lead agencies (California Dept. of
Parks and Recreation and Resource Conservation District of the Santa
Monica Mountains) and community stakeholders to obtain funding and
carry out next phases of lagoon restoration.

Linked BRF Objectives and Milestones: 7. la, 7. lb. 7.2a, 7.6a-c

Partner O;L’ancamunls: State Coastal Consen’ancv, State Dept. of Parkc
and Recreation, Resource Conservation District of the Santa Monica
Mountains, LA County, nonprofit groups, local residents, and oilier
stakeho/derc

E,,i’iron,nenial Results: On/puts’: huplementable action plans:
presentations.

Environmental Results: On/conies: Acres 0/Bet/and habitat restored:
unpro ved passagefor endangered southern steelizead trout: iunprol’enlent

in ecosy.ctemjimcflons and co,ulec/itity hi major coastal wetland

complexes.

Perfbrmance Measures: Attendance records; meeting minutes; evaluation

(?Hocal Ballona coordinatorJhnction hi’ other stakeholder agencies: acres

or linear uniles ofhabitat protected or restored, s/ce/head harriers

removed.

C3. Santa Monica Bay Stream Restoration Proaram

Riparian habitat restoration is a relatively new initiative of the Bay
Commission and is addressed by several objectives in the newly undated
BRP. With few strcams remaining in semi-natural corridors, naftiralization

of flood control channels and dayliehting of culverted streams are high
priorities. SMBRC recognizes the difficulties and potential liabilities faced

by local jurisdictions and, therefore, created a Stream Restoration Program
to set standards and provide guidance for stream restoration projects
throughout the Santa Monica Bay watershed. Built upon the progress
made in previous years, targeted activities this fiscal year will include:
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• Continue to facilitate adoption of a stream protection ordinance
by the City of Los Angeles.

• Conduct historical ecology, water budget studies for Ballona
Creek watershed (Prop. 12 projects).

• Continue to carry out and expand the Stone Creek restoration
• Continue to build support for implementation of the Ballona

Creek Greenway Plan
• Continue to identify priority stream restoration sites and seek

funding for restoration projects.
• Continue to encourage inclusion of stream restoration projects

in water resources management plans for our region (e.g..
I RWM P).

• Continue to encourage alignment of stream restoration projects
with regulatory goals/priorities in working towards
achievement of water quality improvements

• Continue to review and recommend best management practices
to improve water quality in ways that support stream
restoration, as well as within former stream corridors.

• Continue to educate departments of local municipalities that
are responsible for stream channel maintenance so they can
alter maintenance activities where necessary to preserve and
restore natural stream features.

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: 4. Ia, 7. 4a, 7. 4b, 7.5a-f

Partner Organizations: To he determined

Environmental Results: Outputs: Updated stream ,napsjhr regulaton’ and
p/wining uses: report on recommended best nzaiiagemeizt practices for
water qualth’ unprovenlent; strewiz lestoratioti polin adopted hi’ SMBRC
Governing Board: hydrologic modekJbr streams or portions ojstreams in
our suhit’are,’sheds.

Environmental Results: Outcomes: Increased local protection ofstreams;
greater awareness among local agencies oJ best managenent practices
that support stream restoration; unproved restoration of ripariati and
aquatic habitat and hiodiveiwitv; in:proi’ed water qualm’; increased
recreational and educational opportunities in conunwuties with
nann’alized .cflean:s.

Pertb,’mcnice Measures’: Updated iiuip a/streams; at/opted stream
restoration polin’; Inzro/ogic’ models developed: number ofstream
restoration projects planned or undenta,v.

C.4. Facilitate and coordinate watershed management and habitat restoration in
the Ballona Creek watershed

II
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SMBRC has spearheaded comprehensive watershed management in
Ballona Creek watershed, the Bay’s largest subwatershed. Between 2005
and 2007, the Commission successifilly applied for and obtained finding
from the State Department of Conservation for a three-year watershed
coordinator position. In FY 10, the Commission plans to apply for
Thnding again when the Department of Conservation start the application
proccss for a new round of watershed coordinator grant finding Should
the position be funded this time, the Commission will continue to facilitate
and coordinate watershed management and restoration in the Ballona
Creek watershed by supporting implementation of the Greenway Plan,
broader outreach, and the work of the Ballona Creek Watershed Task
Force

SMBRC is also the local sponsor of a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) feasibility study that will expand on the work of the State
Coastal Conservancy’s Ballona Wetlands restoration to increase
connectivity between the wetland complex and associated lagoons and the
Ballona estuary and channel. This project considers modifications to the
Ballona, Ccntinela, and Scpulveda channels while maintaining flood
protections. The Commission will continue to work with Congressional
representatives as well as other stakeholders within the watershed to
secure more federal finding and local match for completion of this
project. Once federal and local finding are made available, the
Commission will continue to contribute to this project through
coordinating technical as vell as general input from the Commission itself
as well as other local stakeholders

Linked BEP Objectives and Milestones: 4.6a, 4.6b, 5.2a, 5.21,, 7.5a-f

Partner Organizations: Depcutnient of Conservation, Mo,,,itai,is
Restoration and Conservation Authority. Cit_v fLos Angeles, LA County,

Ballo,i, Creek Renaissance. U.S. Aritu’ Corps ofEngineers, Slate Coastal

Consen’ancv, City qf Los Angeles, LA County, Mountains Recreation
Conservation Authority, Baldwin Hilts’ Conservancy

Environmental Results: Outputs. Targeted pioposaicfroni stakeholders
Jhr projects addressing BRP goals hi the Ballona Creek watershed.
US.1CE kcisthlliti’ situ/v report.

Environmental Results: Outconws: lncrectvecl awareness of watershed

issues: unproved coordination o,l i’atershcd i’esio,auo,i and pollution
reduction projects: iuipletnentation of Ballona Watershed Management
Plan. Improvement hi ec’osi’stem junctions and connectivifl’ along seven
miles o/’Ballona, (‘entinela, and Sepulveda Creeks and throughout the
wetland complex.
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Perfbrmance Measures: Attendance lists; meeting minutes; monher of
Ballona-relatedfimding requests made mid received by SMBRC.fzinds
awarded to Ballona projects advocated by SMBRC o the Ballona Creek
Task Force; Ballona Watershed Management Plaii tasks initiated or
completed; survey ofstakeholdeiw on our facilitation efforts.

D. Increase funding and/or develop new financing mechanisms for BRP
implementation
Core Function = Program Management

The Commission has been extraordinarily successftl in securing ftinding
for implementing the BRP (e.g., 563 million through Prop. 12, 50, and 84
bond ftinds since 2000). However, available resources are still far from
meeting the financial needs of Ml BRP imp’ementation. Sustaining a
stable source of funding to ensure continued progress in BRP
implementation remains a challenge. Different sources are also required to
maintain and build capacity within the Commission and to manage and
operate programs that are not eligible for bond funds.

In FY06, the Commission wrote a Strategic Financial Management Plan
that was adopted by the Governing Board. This plan will be reviewed and
updated in FY 10. Consistent with the strategic plan, the Commission
staff’s efforts under this task in FY10 will focus on:

.

• Investigate and research new sources of grant funding. apply and
obtain new grants to support accomplishment of BRP objectives
and mitestoncs

• Raise funding from private and other sources for the newly
established Center for Santa Monica Bay Studies

• Continue to work with congressional delegates to solidi& support
for the federal NEP funding.

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: All

Partner Oreanizations: SWRCB, Stare legislators. other jhundation.c

Environmental Results: Outputs: New sources offinancial support/or

BRP implenientcztion.

Environmental Result.v: Ourcome.c: increase in the rate cit thich tile

health ofSanta i lonica Bar is nplouig.

Perfbrmance Measures: .4 mount 0/ new binding requested anti or secured,
especialIv/oiz new sources.
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E. Assess Potential for Marine Protected Area(s) in Santa Monica Bay
Core Function = Implementation

Recognizing the urgent need for implementing marine resource protection
measures in Santa Monica Bay, the Governing Board has made the
development of marine protected areas (MPAs) in Santa Monica Bay a
priority since 2006. The State MLPA Initiative, a public-private
partnership led by the State Department of Fish and Game, began to
initiate the MPA planning process in Southern California including Santa
Monica Bay in June 2008.

Tojumpstart the MPA process in Santa Monica Bay as a model for the
rest of the Southern California Bight, SMBRC has convened a panel of
experts in marine habitats and resources, including some with experience
in MPA development, to form a MPA-Technical Advisory Committee, or
MTAC. The primary’ role of the MTAC is to provide the scientific
knowledge and judgment necessary to assist the SMBRC in developing
and implementing a strategy for establishing MPAs in Santa Monica Bay
and provide technical oversight on other tasks related to this project (see
below).

Since its development, the MTAC has compiled relevant existing data and
initiated several studies in provide new data within the Santa Monica Bay.
The Commission has also obtained ftinding from the State Ocean
Protection Council to support data compilation and gap analysis efforts in
Santa Monica Bay. In FY 09, the MTAC completed most of the project
thndcd by the Ocean Protection Council to analyze gaps in data. The
existing data they compiled has been supplied to the State MLPA
Initiative.

Since initiation of the MLPA process in Southern California, the State has
selected three of the experts on the MTAC to serve as science advisors for
the MPA planning process and SMBRC was selected to participate in the
planning process as a member of the south coast regional stakeholder
group (SCRSG) and a member of the Statewide Interest Group (SIG).

During FY 10. the MTAC will be reconstituted as the Marine Resources

Icchnical Advisory çomniittee. They will continue to advise SMBRC on
issues relating to marine resources and will begin to discuss MPA
monitoring and evaluation. SMBRC will continue to coordinate the
MTAC and oversee ongoing and new technical studies.

Through its membership on the SCRSG and 51G. in FY 10 the
Commission will continue to participate directly and actively facilitate and
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coordinate participation of Bay stakeholders in the State MLPA planning
process. The Commission will also stay engaged through the regulatory
process, in deveLopment of monitoring plans for established MPAs. and in
development of enforcement/outreach/education plans. Building on
relationships with DFG, NOAA, and fishermen, the Commission will also
begin exploring the need and mechanism for additional fishen’ protection
measures in Santa Monica bay

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: 4.2a-d, 4.3a-d

Partner Organizations: Califbrnia Dcparhnent of Fish and Game, Ocean
Protection Council, State Coastal Consenanci, Heal the Bar, Santa
Monica Barkeeper, others

Environmental Results: Outputs: Report on potential locations/br niaripie
protected area(s) in Santa Monica Bar,’ reconnnendationsJbr establishing
marine protected area(s) in Santa Monica Bai’. MPA monitoring and
education/outreach plans hi Santa Monica Bai’.

Environmental Results: Outcomes: Potential to inovejoniard with
establishing a protected at-ca which would lead to increased biomass and
diversity ofmw-me life hi the Bay. Additional indicator data availableJbr
monitoring conditions hi Santa Monica Bar

Performance Measures: Records o/ attendance and participation of the
MLPA stakeholder process. Records o/stakeholder outreach efforts cetici
copies ofoutreach materials. Docwnents detnonstrating the inclusiveness
of habitat type and areal extent placed under marine protected area(s) in
Santa Monica Bai’, A mount o/finidhig and other re.cources secured/br
en/b rcement and monitoring ofesrahlLched MPAs.

F. Inter-agency coordination and involvement
Core Function = Facilitation

Effective implementation of the BRP, especially new policies nd program
initiatives included in the 2008 BRP Update relies on close inter-agency
coordination and collaboration. Many inter-agency task forces and
committees are active in the Bay watershed, addressing issues pertinent to
Bay water quality and habitat restoration. Coordination with and
participation in the activities of these task forces and committees are
important mechanisms for increasing stakeholder involvemcnt in BRP
implementation. Many of these task forces and committees are focused on
projects directly related to the implementation of BRP actions (e.g. State
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Aquatic Species Task Force, State Clean Beach Task Force, Southern
California Beach Water Quality Work Group, Jurisdictional Group 5&6,
Southern California Beach Management Work Group, Green LA Urban
Ecosystem Strategic Planning Committee, TAC Marine Habitat and
Resources Subcommittee). SMBRC staff participates in and contributes
technical support to these groups. New task forces and committees that
warrant SMBRC involvement may emerge in FY10 in order to address
other important issues (e.g., coordinated management strategy for invasive
species control, development of county-wide funding initiative for storm
water clean-tip and water quality protection services).

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: 1. 6a, I. 6h, 4.3ci-cl, 6.1(1. 6.2(1,
6.2h, 6.3a, 6.3b. 6.4a, 8.2a-d, lI.la-d, 1l.2a-d

Partner Orecznjzations: LA County Flood Control District. City of Los
Angeles, SWRCB, LAR WQCB, DEG, SMMC, environmental groups, and
many others

Environmental Results: Outputs: Aquatic Invasive Species Management
Plan, standard beach monitoring protocol, beach best management
practice niamial. etc.

Environmental Results: Outcomes: Improved coordination among
stakeholders; hnproi’ed planning c//bits; greater stakeholder involvement
in BRP implementation and corresponding increase iii amount 0/

leveraged resources; resolution of is.ciies which mm’ be impeding BRP
unplenientation; impro ‘ed technical standards in projects implemented.

Perfhrmance Measures: Number ofaction items generated/implemented

by inter-agency groups; nwnber u/new entities brought into the/bid;
feedback from athe,:9 regarding our coordination and the value 0/our

L’oflti’ibtttioils.

C. Implement the Comprehensive Ba, Monitoring Program
Core Function = Implementation

The Santa Monica Bay Comprehensive Bay Monitoring Program (CMP)
completed in 2007 represents the Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Commission’s plan for implementing coordinated monitoring to provide a
regional, long-term picture of the status of the various ecosystems in Santa
Monica Bay. it builds on the long history of monitoring of the marine
environment in Santa Monica Bay and culminates efforts that began in the
mid-1990 with the identification of key management questions and
monitoring priorities.
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The CMP specifies detailed monitoring designs for broad ecosystem
components, each of which coordinates both existing and new monitoring
and explicitly links indicator selection, sampling design, and intended data
products that focus on specific scientific and management questions. In
addition, the CMP includes an implementation plan that suggests how
each design element of the Program couLd be funded through a
combination of cooperative agreements, offsets to current compliance
monitoring programs. and the pursuit of grant funding from a range of
sources.

In FY 10, SMBRC will continue to facilitate implementation of the CMP.
Specifically, staff will continue to work closely with the LARWQCB and
permittees to incorporate implementation of the comprehensive
monitoring program into point sources as well as NS4 NPDES permit.
Staff will also coordinate with the State MPA Monitoring Enterprise and
participate in development of MPA monitoring program to ensure its
integration with the Bay CMP. In addition, the Commission will continue
participating in and contributing to the data analysis and integration phase
of the Bight’ 08, a Southern California Bight-wide regional survey
coordinated by the Southern California Coastal Water Research Project
(SCCWRP). which fulfill many key recommendation of the Bay
Comprehensive Monitoring Program. [n addition,

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: 4. 7a, 4. 7h, 8k, 10./a, 9.4, )0.2a,
]0.3a, ]0.3b, I1.2b

Partner Organizations: LAR WQCB, SCCWRP, Stare MPA Monitoring
Enterprise

Environmental ResiSts: Outputs: Enviroimienral data generatedfroni
unplenientation of the nionitornig program.
Environmental Results: Outcomes: Better, more comprehensive
assessment oJenvnonnwntal conditions and the progress being macic,
which, in till??, u’ill lie/p position SMBRCfor greater success in the future.

Pertbrmance Measures: Adoption oJunplementatwn recommendation
actions by the Governing Board amid L1R WQCB; progress made infuilv
implementing the program.

H. Continue BRP implementation tracking, assessment, and reporting

Core Function = Program Management

SMBRC staff will update and improve the existing BRP tracking system
in order to effectively track the progress toward achieving objectives and
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milestones laid out in the 2008 BRP Update. Based on information
provided by the tracking system as well as other programmatic tracking
mechanisms, the Commission will provide periodic reports on Bay
restoration progress to the Governing Board, EPA, and stakeholders.
Specifically, staff will update the databases semi-annually and generate
reports to summarize progress on bond-funded projects, which are key to
BRP implementation. Progress will also be summarized and highlighted in
the Commission’s annual program report.

With respect to annual GPRA reporting, each NEP program is required to
report on four different progress components: the number of priority
actions initiated and completed, acres or linear miles of habitat protected
and restored, environmental indicators in use, and leveraged resources.
SMBRC staff will compile the information and prepare and submit thc
GPRA report by September 1,2010 for the reporting period October 1,
2009- September 30, 2010. Geographic reference information for habitat
restoration actions will be provided.

An’important function and responsibility of SMBRC, and a specific goal
of the Federal NEP, is to report to the general public on the environmental
condition of the Bay and its watershed. One important form of reporting
for this purpose is a comprehensive “State of the Bay” report. In FY 09,
the Commission began development of the ‘State of the Bay” report
scheduled for publication in 2010. Working closely with the
Commission’s Technical Advisory Committee, staff has updated the list of
environmental indicators, developed themes and storylines. and compiled
and analyzed monitoring data for presentation and discussion in the report.
In FY 10, the Commission will complete and publish and State of the Bay
Report. In conjunction with the report’s publication, the Commission will
hold a State of the Bay Conference to present and discuss findings from
the report.

In addition to the comprehensive State of the Bay report, the Commission
will produce an annual publication, modeled on academic journals.
containing articles that inform our stakeholders and people from outside
the region of the science and policy advances that are being made in
restoration of the Bay, and that provide analysis and opinion on our
progress in Bay restoration.

Linked BR? Ob/ectives cuid Milestones: .111

Partner Oivanizalions: 1/I BRP !niplenwiitarion leads and paitw;s
identified in the 2008 BRP Update

Environmental Results: Output: Stow v/the &n Report, Semi—wnu,al
pogrecv reports. GPR.-I report, online database of Bm’ in/ör,,iation.
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SAfflRF FY10 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

Environmental Results: Outcomes: Better in/brined decisioh—,nakeiw and
other stakeholdeiw it/ia will be in a better pos ition to act Also, more
awareness oft/ic Santa Monica Bay NEP c accomplishments at the
national level; maintain or increase the Santa Monica Bay NEP cfiitiding
level. Better informed decision—makers and other stakeholders who it’ll! he
in a bet!er position to act.

Performance Measures: Extent ofprogress on individual projects. as
reflected in the semi—annual tracking reports, progress on other BRP
actions as reflected hi quartcdv and annual GPR.4 reports.A Iso, JL’edhack
provided hi’ EPA ‘s implcnienratioiz reileit’ teat)i; SMBRC successes
highlighted in reports or other publications used to market the National
Estuary Program. Number a/hits on online c/a/abase: sampling of
stakeholders to determine level ofawareness.

Implement the Bay Commission Outreach Strategy
Core Function = Program Management

The communications and outreach strategy developed in FY06 is intended
to improve and enhance outreach efforts regarding the Commission’s
mission, roles, activities and achievements. In FY 10, staff will continue to
implement the existing communications strategy including regular
publication of the electronic newsletter, the Bay journal. and the
Commission’s annual report. The Commission will also make effort to
improve the Commission’s website to make it more resourceful and user-
friendly.

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: All, especialli’ 2.5L 2.6a, 2ób

Partner O,vanizations: N/A

Environmental Results: Outputs: New outreach publications and other
materials, hichiding the new SMBRC/ournat

Environmental Results: Outcomes: Greater ait’aremwss ofSMBRC ‘s
activities and resources (technical, financial, and otherwise) it’d) lead to
greater mi’olien,enj hi stukeholders in implementing the environmental
improvements mandated the BRP.

Per/brmance Measures: Increase hi the degree to ithich target utdience.v
hate an understanding u/amid are involved in SMBRC v BRP
unpk’inentauon e(fort.s -
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SMBRFF)/0 Work P/a,,
April 30. 2009

J. Oversee the Public Involvement and Education Mini-grants Program

Core Function = Implementation

The Public Involvement and Education (PIE) mini-grants program is one
of SMBRC’s most popular programs. In FY09, the Commission initiated
a new round of PIE program using newly received finding from the
LARWQCB’s Supplemental Environmental Projects (SEP) program.
Through a competitive process, the Commission selected six project
proposals for ftrnding. In FY lO, staff will oversee the progress and
completion of these new PIE projects

Linked BRP Objectives anti Milestones: 2. 7a

Partner OrE’anizations: LAIR WQCB

Environmental Re.vulrc: Outputs: Number ofPIE projects mt’arded, in
progress, or completed; total amount of PIE grant funding.

Environmental Results: Ontconws: Greater awareness oft/ic Bay issues

and resources it’ll! lead to greater involvement by stakeholde,v in
iniple,nenung all i/rn environme,,tal improvements inundated in our BRP.

Pertbrmanee Measures: Feedback provided by PIE recipients; when
applicable, pre— citil post—surveys to determine change in pithiw
knowledge aixci hehat’io,:v.

K. Particinate the Palos Verdes Shelf Institutional Controls Program
Core Program = Facilitation/Implementation

SMBRC will continue to support and participate in EPA’s PV Shelf
Supcrftmnd Site Institutional Control Program, especially the activities of
the Fish Contamination Education Collaborative. SMBRC will also
continue to participate in EPA’s contaminated sediment cleanup efforts for
the Palos Verdes Shelf and continue to monitor and participate in other
restoration activities overseen by the Montrose Settlement Restoration
Program.

Specifically in FY 10. the Commission will focus on assisting EPA and
OEHAA in disseminating the new fish consumption advisory scheduled
for public release in May 2009. implementing the preferred remedial
alternative scheduled for finalization and public release in late 2009. and
implementing new restoration projects under the MSRP.
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SMBRF FY10 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

Linked BR? Ob/ectives and Mllestones:Il.4a, I l.4h, Jl.5a-f 1J.6a, I I.6h

Painter Or’janizations: EPA Region 9 Supeifimd Progiant, State Office cf
Environmental Health Hazards .4cst’ssnient, State Department of Health
Services, A[ontrose Settlement Restoration Prograin, conzmnz,niti’-hased
noiiprofits and other stakeholders

Environmental Results: Outputs: New strategic planfor the ECEC;
development amid dictrihz,tio,, ofnew risk commumcanon/outreach
materials.

Environmental Results: Outcomes: More people reached nit/i ECEC
nwssages and mcreasedpuhhc understanding offish copitcuitination issues
in southern Caflfbrnia; improved health ofpeople comrswningjishfroni
Santa Monica Bay and other nearby coastal waters.

Performance Measures: Nunther ofpeople in target populations who are
knowledgeable about fish contamination issues and number n/mo have
modified their behavior as a result.

L. Continue overseejn the Boater Education and Outreach Pro2ram
Core Function = Implementation

The Boater Education and Outreach Program provides outreach to the
southern California boating community regarding the prevention of
recreational boat discharges of sewage, bilge water, and used oil. Specific
components of the program include the bilge pad exchange program, used
oil container recycling program, and an educational outreach campaign.
The program is thnded primarily through grants to SMBRF from the
California Integrated Waste Management Board, the California
Department of Boating and Waterways. and private sources.

SMBRC staff wilL continue to provide oversight of the program by
supervising and offering administrative support to the contracted staff who
will be implementing the program on a day-to-day basis. Staff will also
explore opportunities and mechanisms for expanding the program to
address other nonpoint sources including marine debris, invasive species.
etc.

Linked BR? Objectives and filectone.v: 2. 4c,cl

Partner Organizations: C-I Integrated Waste ttlcmnagenmemit Board. CA
Department J’ Boating and JVa(em,i’cn’s, Ca/ifOnihi Clean Boating
Network partners, various private mamma operators, others
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51’I,’JBRF FY10 Work Plati
April30, 2009

Anticipated Environmental Results: Outputs: Clean Boater Network
newsletters and tidebooks; Boater’s Guide; other educational materials.

Anticipated Enviro,unental Results: Outcomes: Prevention ofhundreds of
gallons ofused oil that would have been discharged to our waterhodies;
technical assistance provided through facilitation of the Caflfornia Clean
Boating Nehioth, for nation ofClean Marma Programs, and participation

in TMDL workgroups.

Perfbnnance Measures: Direct measurements ofgallwm’ ofoil oi’ othe’
household hazardous wastes redirectedJro,n the environment and

reci’cled; indirect njc’asz,re);w,,ts of numbers of i,divkhiaLc reached
through social mai’kethig techniques (e.g.. number of individuals
outreached at Dock—ii’alker ti’ainings anti events, boat ,vhoics, and oilier
boating—related evenlY) and through newvletters and other education and
outreach avenues; indirect results also measured by the number of’
policies or similar documents to which boater program staffcontributed

technical assistance.

NT. Conduct general Governinti Board support, organizational
management and reporting activities
Core Function = Overall Program Management

SMBRC will provide logistical and other staff support for meetings of the
Governing Board/Bay Watershed Council, the Executive Committee, and
the Technical Advisory Committee, as well as the SMBRA and SMBRF
Boards of Directors. These groups meet regularly (usually bi-monthly)

and, from time to time, hold special meetings as well. Specific tasks
include preparation of meeting notices, agendas, staff reports, minutes,
and resolutions. Over the course of the year, subcommittees maybe
formed to address specific program issues; this will also require staff
support.

SMBRC staff will conduct general management and reporting activities
following the procedures and protocols that have been established for
ensuring the SMBRC’s fiscal stewardship and program functions. Tasks
include:

Retain professional bookkeeping services for payroll, invoicing.
tax filing, and other fiscal operations.

• Develop and implement the annual work plan and budget, in
accordance with a systematic work plan and budget development
process and master calendar.

• Prepare, oversee, and track the progress of EPA grants and
contracts associated with our work plan.

• Process grant submittals requesting ftinding from SMBRC funding
sources.
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SMBRF FY10 Jjhrk Plan
April 30. 2009

• Prepare audits, insurance reviews, updates, etc.
• Conduct personnel management, including recruitment,

performance assessments, training and professional development.
• Prepare and submit quarterly progress reports and financial status

reports.
• Prepare and submit annual progress report and/or end-of-year

report. and participate in end-of-year evaluation meeting with
EPA.

• Provide support for general office ftrnetions. including maintaining
mailing lists. photocopying. mailing, fielding public inquiries, and
ordering supplies.

SMBRC is committed to implement “green” measures to the fullest extent
possible during all grant activities. The Commission has already
incorporated applicable “green” requirements into its organizational
operating, contracting. and procurement policies and procedures. These
policies and procedures will be reviewed in accordance with EPA grant
“greening” reqtnrcments and updated if necessary’.

With respect to participation in nationwide NEP activities, SMBRC staff
will continue to attend two annual meetings each year and may also be
involved in planning the meeting activities and/or lead technical
workshops during the meetings. In addition, staff will attend regional
workshops and special NEP-related training workshops when feasible.
Staff may identi& opportunities to make presentations at conferences and
workshops in order to provide educational and technical assistance and
share “lessons learned” with other NEPs and watershed-based
organizations throughout the nation.

L inked BRP Objectiw.c and Milestones: All

Partner Or2anizations: Oilier ;VEPs

Environmental Results: Outputs: Quarter/v progress reports; financial
s/cults reports; animal progress report. Meeting notices; agendas; staff
reports; minutes; and resolutions. Presentations; reports on attendance at
national meetings, Framings, workshops, etc.

Environmental Results: Outcomes: PmogramJioictionhig (e.g.. all
reporting requirements are met and on dine); program /zscal
responsththn’ (e.g.. annual reporting timid uLvfdnzg, coiifoiiiititice to
Board—approved internal controLc, etc.). Smooth/v Junctioning meetings
planned itith proper puhhc notice: high level ofpardcipation hi’ members
anti the pithhc: citicl tm’amlspdn’etl/ and sn’ca,nthwd deci.s ion—making
proceccec

23
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SMBRF FY10 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

Performance Measures: Feedback provided by EPA Regional and
headquarters staffi financial review or auditfindings, level of
participation in meetings. Feedbackfrom othcrs regarding our
participation in meetings, particular/v the value ofour contrthzaions;
feedback on presentations mimade
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SMBRF FYI 0 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

B. Staff Functions and Responsibilities

The following describes the general duties and tasks assigned to each existing SMBRC
staff member, As in other small organizations, each staff member has the lead in
carrying out certain tasks, while assisting other (lead) staff in carrying out other tasks.

Executive Director (Shelley Luce)
• Oversee the development and implementation of the organization’s annual work

plan and budget.
• Oversee the establishment and implementation of the SMBRC policies and

procedures.
• Interact with the Governing Board (GB) and Executive Committee (EC).

Develop GB and EC meeting agendas.
• Represent staff at GB and EC meetings.
• Represent the SMBRC on policy boards and committees and at public hearings

and events.
• Oversee development and facilitate adoption of SMBRC policies or position

statements on relevant issues.
• Communicate complex technical and policy issues to stakeholders and the

general public.
• Assign, delegate, and manage work load among staff and supervise daily work

activities. Provide policy and technical guidance to staff.
• Evaluate staff performance.

Deputy Director/Staff Scientist (Guangyu Wan!z)
• Assist the Executive Director with all of the above listed functions, especially in

developing the annual work plan and budget, and developing and executing
SMBRC policies and procedures.

• Represent SMBRC on technical or policy advisory panels and committees.
• Oversee program activities related to scientific and technical studies, as well as

monitor, assess, and report on the Bay’s environmental conditions.
• Organize and lead the activities of the Technical Advisory Committee.
• Research the applicability of new scientific findings and new technologies to

Bay restoration activities.
• Oversee implementation of the QAPP in the daily activities of the organization

and conduct annual reviews and updates of the QAPP.
• Provide expert advice on policies and regulations.
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Director of Governmental Affairs (Scott Valor. 1/2 time)
• Oversee program activities related to government relations and outreach.
• Direct and coordinate government outreach, including attending andlor

facilitating meetings, workshops, presentations. etc.
• Provide legislative analysis and opinions, and advise the GB/EC and the director

in addressing governmental policy issues.
• Serve as liaison between SMBRC and the Slate legislature, as well as other

elected representatives at the Federal, State, and local levels.
• Represent SMBRC on various policy boards and committees.

Environmental Scientist (Jack Topcl)
• Develop and maintain the Commission’s GIS system and provide technical

support to SMBRC programs.
• Responsible for grant oversight and management for state bond-hinded projects.
• Liaise with SWRCB grant and contract personnel on state bond-funded projects.
• Represent SMBRC on various watershed stakeholder groups.
• Present results of SMBRC projects at conferences, workshops, meetings, etc.
• Produce maps for the SMBRC. staff, and public regarding information on Bay

watershed issues.
• Compile data and perform environmental assessment and analysis.
• Provide staff support to meetings of SMBRC’s governing and advisory

committees.

Marine Science and Policy Analyst (Lia Protopapadakis)
• Developing and implementing the SMBRC’s strategies and plans for scientific

research and science-based policy applications.
• Developing new research and restoration priorities, and utilizing research findings

to develop new policies where needed.
• Facilitating the SMBRC’s role in the MLPA stakeholder process, including

coordinating the SMBRC’s Marine Protected Areas Technical Advisory
Committee (MTAC) to identif’ data gaps, identi& habitats and species of
concern, and develop and carry out research projects to inform thc State MLPA
process.

• ldenti’ing regional research needs and developing research plan and scopes of
work

• Developing analytical an&or summary reports such as the State of’ Bay report and
environmental report cards

• Coordinating the Commission’s Technical Advisory Committees
• Facilitating implementation of the Santa Monica Bay Comprehensive Monitoring

Program. Developing/updating an inventory of studies/monitoring information
• Communicating monitoring and research findings to the Governing Board, Bay

stakeholders. elected officials and the public. Reviewing scientific literature:
evaluating environmental monitoring data as needed
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• Maintaining contract/project database and tracking system; preparing and
providing regular reports to senior management staff and the Governing Board of
the SMBRC

Project Manager (Sarah Woodard)
• Managing short- and long-term contracts and grant agreements with local

governmental agencies, academic institutions, nonprofit groups, consulting
companies and others.

• Developing and negotiating contracts and grant agreements, including scopes of
work, budgets, deliverables and timelines.

• Fiscal management including processing invoices for payment and ensuring
expenditures reflect the work performed.

• Thorough understanding of projects and constant monitoring of their progress,
including field visits and in-person meetings, to ensure timely and satisfactory
results.

• Participating in the grant/contract award process including solicitation and review
of project proposals.

• Participating in Identification of regional restoration and research needs and
helping to develop programs to fill those needs.

• Maintaining contract/project database and tracking system. Prepare and provide
regular reporting to senior management staff and the Governing Board of the Bay
Restoration Commission.

Administrative Director (Joel Hanson)
• Oversee EPA grants and contracts. Assist in initiating and negotiating new

agreements; assisting with the preparation and submission of EPA payment
requests, Financial Status Reports, and other financial documents; preparing
quarterly progress reports and other scheduled deliverables and ensuring their
timeliness and quality; ensuring compliance with EPA Orders, regulations,
policies, and agreement terms and conditions, as well as internal SWRCB and
SMBRF policies and procedures; providing accurate advice to management on
complex issues and helping to resolve them expeditiously; and handling
grant/contract closcouts.

• Responsible for general administration of the SMBRF. Assist the accountant in
financial transitions associated with all SMBRC-awarded grants and contracts,
Assist in other grant/contract related processes including: preparing and
publicizing RFPs/RFQs; idcntii’ing new prospects and developing vendor lists;
organizing and facilitating proposal review committees; and drafting award
documents; helping manage the agreements post-award. Responsible for
Foundation’s asset management.

• Prepare agendas, minutes, reports, and recommendations for action re: the
Commission’s policy and business thnctions.

• Maintain and update mailing lists and business and correspondence files, as well
as other document files.

• Coordinate and implement development and maintenance of SMBRC’s website.
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Wetlands Restoration Manager (Sean Bergguist)
• Participate in Restoration Plan Development. Review restoration

planning documents, assist in data collection and document
organization

• Attend Ballona Restoration Working Group and Science Advisory
Committee Meetings

• Coordinate Interim Stewardship Activities. Work with volunteer
groups to develop a coordinated schedule and identit’ activity
priorities. Assist with planning, budgeting and permitting interim
stewardship improvement projects. Provide oversight to
implementation of interim stewardship work and document site
conditions.

• Coordinate Ballona Wetlands Restoration Plan (BWRP) with the ACE
Lower Ballona Feasibility Study. Communicate technical planning
issues to the ACE team. Facilitate information sharing between the
studies and complete cost share documentation

• Communicate about the restoration plan in other related forums & projects.
Present project at conferences and other forums. Review and follow
TMDLS, IRWMP, and other policy or regulatory programs that may affect
the BWRP. Attend meetings, review and respond to other projects that may
affect BWRP

Wetland Restoration Ecologist (Karma Johnston)

• Overseeing development and implementation of research, monitoring and
restoration projects

• Identifiing regional monitoring needs and developing research plan and scopes of
work

• Developing analytical and/or summary reports
• Coordinating scientific advisory committees
• Reviewing scientific literature and evaluating environmental monitoring data

• Developing/updating an inventory of relevant studies
• Maintaining contract/project database and tracking system; preparing and

providing regular reports to senior management and the Governing Board of the
SMBRC.

Boater Education and Outreach Coordinator (Grace Lee)

• Coordinate with the Project Manager in developing and implementing projects
and tasks related to the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project’s Boater Education
Program (BEP). The SEP is a comprehensive pollution prevention program
targeted at Southern California recreational watercraft owners.

• Responsible for assisting in the implementation and completion of tasks called for
in the scope of work under the following contracts/agreements with the Santa
Monica Bay Restoration Foundation:
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California Integrated Waste Management Board Used Oil
Grant Program.
California Department of Boating and \Vatenvays Clean Vessel
Act Grant Program.

Unica Luna — Boater Education Program Assistant

Boater Education and Outreach Program
• contributing to program development and planning
• assisting Program Coordinator with planning and coordination of various

stakeholder meetings. trainings and workshops, field work, and boating events
• coordinating volunteers
• contributing to the quarterly newsletter
• creating, developing, assembling, and distributing educational materials

SMBRF program assistant and administrative tasks
• general administrative tasks for SMBRF (e.g. Restaurant Certification Program)
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VI. BUDGET

A. Funding Authorization

SMBRF FY10 Work Plot,
April 30, 2009

FY10 Funding Authorization (Oct. 1,
2009 September 30, 2010)

EPA FY09 Base Funding $ 600,000

SWRCB — TBT & Prop. 50,80 $ 400,758
SMBRF — Wetlands Restoration Planning,
MLPA Outreach, Boater Outreach $ 575,400
Authorized Funding Total $ 1,576,158
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VII. Travel Costs

FY09 Travel Summary

SIIBRF FY10 Work P/at;
Api-il 30, 2009

Date Trip Purpose Location Person(s) CosUEstimated
Cost

November-08 ANEP Meeting New York S. Luce, G. Wang, J. 5,879
Topel, S. Bergquist

February-09 EPNANEP Meeting Washington, D.C S. Luce, L. 2.584
Protopapadakis

Oct. 08— March 09 TAC, MTAC Los Angeles L. Protopapadakis, 1,356
TAC members

Others Stakeholder meetings Various SC all 1,021
locations

TOTAL $ 10,840

FY 10 Anticipated Travel

Date Trip Purpose Location ‘Person(s) CosUEstimated
Cost

November-10 NEP Tech Transfer TBD Director & Staff (x4) 6,200
Conference

February-09 TANEP/EPA National Washington, D.C. Director, Staff, Board 4,200
Meeting Members

Various TAC, MTAC Los Angeles L. Protopapadakis, 2,000
TAC members

Various Stakeholder Meetings Various SC All 7,600
locations

TOTAL $ 20,000
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VIII. FY08 ACCOMPLISHMENTS (To be ncIuded)
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Appendix A. Summary of Bay Restoration Plan Actions

SAIBRF FY10 Work Pin,;
April 30, 2009

This summary table is provided for reference purposes and relates to the BRP Objective
and milestone numbers listed for each task in Sectia,; Ill, Task Descriptions of the
SMBRC FY10 Work Plan.

I I
Esc.9 t’

SECTION I. WATER QUALITY

#1: Improve 1.1 Attain water qu&ity goals I.la Develop and adopt TMDLS LARWOCB. EPA LA County and Support and
water quality in TMDLs adopted ‘or 303(d) scheduled for waterbodies in the , watershed cities facilitate
through treatment listed waerbodies in the Santa Monca Bay watershed by
or elimination of Santa Monica Bay watershed 2015 (Appendix A)
pollutant
dIscharges
regulated under
the current
federal and state
regulatory
framework

LA County and LARWOCS (1). Support
1.1 b Achieve waste load and watershed cities and facilitate;
load allocations of adopted (2). Provide
TMDLs (Appendix A) for grant funding
waterbodies in the Santa fcr qualified
Monica Bay watershed projects.

12. Decrease nutrient loads 1.2a. Conduct more and SMBRC City of Malibu,
to Malibu Creek. from both enhance groundwater State Parks
point and nonpoint sources, monitoring to provide further
to eliminate dissoNed oxygen information on groundwater
(DO) and algal impairments movement in the Matibu Civic

Center area.
1.2b Implement the existing LVMWD. Malibu LARWOCB Facilitate
Malibu Creek nutnent TMDL watershed cities

park agencies in
the Santa Monica
Mountains Area

1 .2c. implement additional LARWQCB LVMWD, Malibu
regulatory measures to watershed cities,
eliminate water quality park agencies in
impairment the Santa Monica

Mountains Area

1 3 Eliminate biological 1.3a Establish a state-wide SWRCB LARWOCB. Support
impacts of water intake and policy to discontinue the use of Coastal power
discharge from coastal power once-through cooling by 2009. plant owners (City
and desalination plants of LA DWP, NRG,

etc.), State Energy
Commission,
NMFS
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Api-il 30, 2009

LARWQCB,
Coastal power
plant owners (City
of LA DWP, NRC,
etc.), State Energy
Commission,
NMFS

1.3b Phase out the use of once-
through cDoling by 2021

SWRCB Support and
facilitate

1.3c Establish policy 10 prevent SWRCB LARWOCS Support
entrainment and impingement
impacts and impacts of brine
discharge from potential
desalination_facilities.

1.4 Eliminate all harmful I .4a Update and finalize the SWRCB City of Malibu, LA SMBRC
discharges to Areas of inventory of illicit discharges to County,
Speciat Biological ASBS in the Bay and LARWQCB
Significance (ASBS) strategy/policy for eliminating

harmful discharge by 2010

1 .4b. Eliminate all identified SWRCB LARWQCB, City Support
harmful discharges to ASBS in of Malibu, LA
the Bay by 2018 County

1 .5a. Complete an inventory of SMBRC LA CounLy, Lead
re-development permits with watershed cities
ground-twthmg to determine if
post development monitoring is

1.5 Improve and enhance the effective and if developments

effectiveness of storm water met SUSMP requirements, by

pollution regulations 2011

1.Sb Upgrade SUSMP LARWQCB LA County, Support
provisions so they include, but watershed cities
are not limited to, performance-
based design criteria by 2010

1.7 Enact and enforce I .7a. Enhanc&improve Watershed dUes, Local water Supporl

: residential and commercial information exchange among LA County districts
runoff bans by local local agencies through
municipalities mechanisms such as

workshops
1.7b. Implement regular audits Watershed cities, Local water Participate and
by municipalities of their LA County districts support
watering regimes and
equipment starting in 2010

1 .7c. Enforce local prohibitions Watershed cities, LARWQC8 Promote
on dry-weather runoff LA County

1.6 Develop a regional 1.6a Complete a feasibility study
funding mechanism for storm of a county-wide property
water quality improvement assessment for storm

water quality improvement by
2009
I .6b. Identify other financing
mechanisms to provide local
governments with funds for
storm water programs.

LA County Watershed cities, Support
MRCA

LA County Watershed cities, Support,
MRCA participate

1 6c. Implement a funding
mechanism. e.g.. property
assessment

LA County Watershed cities Support
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1.8a Eliminate OWISs in the
Malibu Civic Center and Malibu
Colony. Upgrade OWTS5 at
Sega Retreat Construct
centralized wastewater
treatment facility for civic center
with advanced tertiary treatment
and water recycling capability

SMBRF FY10 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

1.8 Eliminate nonpoint
polution from on-site
waslewater treatment system
(OSWTs)

City of Malibu LARWQCB Promote

1 .8b. Achieve full compliance of City of Malibu: City LARWQCB Promote and
waste discharge requirements of LA, LA County facilitate
(WDRs) issued by the
LARWQCB for all multi-family
and commercial establishments
in noihem Santa Monica Say
watershed

1 :Bc: Establish and fully City of Malibu. City LARWQCB Promote
Implement a permitting program of LA, LA County
as laid out under the .1OU
between LARWDCB and local
agencies for operation,
inspection, and monitoring of
owrs
1 .8d, Develop and implement LARWQCB City of Malibu, City Promote
more stringent requirements in of LA, LA County
environmentally sensitive areas
for the installation and operation
of waslewater management
systems
1 Be. Upgrade all OWTS within City or Malibu, City LARWQCS Promote
600 feet of waters impaired for of LA, LA County
nutrients and/or fecal bacteria to
advanced treatment
(denitrification and/or
disinfection).

#2: Improve 2.1. Increase pervious 2.la. Incorporate green LA County, Promote
water qualIty surfaces and storm water infrastructure elements, eq. watershed cities
through pollution infiltration by supporting biofiltration and rain gardens,
preventIon and green infrastructure into the standard street design
source control and maintenance practices of

cities and L.A. County by 2010

2.1 b Develop model green Five watershed LA County, other Lead in
street and LID ordinances by cities watershed cities development of
2009. Adopt green street and model
LID ordinances by at least five ordinances.
cities by 2011. Promote

ordinance
adoption

2.lc. Establish municipal and/or LA County. Promote
state policies to standardize use Watershed ciLes
of green infrastructure
throughout the watershed
Develop policies directing a

: portion of street
! construction/public works

budgets to green infrastrjclure
by 2010.
2.ld. Develop guidelines to LA County. Promote
reconcile the implementation of Watershed cities
LID practices with other possibly

: conflicting public service goals
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2.le, Implement green
infrastructure pilot projects, e g..
green street projects, properly
reirofits, and treatmeni
wetlands, that lead to
standardization of practices by
municipalities/agencies (one
project conpleled every two
years)

April 30, 2009

2.2 Restrict the use of 2.2a. Adopt bans or establish State Legislature LA County. Promote
disposable plastics fees on plastic fast-food watershed cities

containers and plastic bags at
all retail stores by 2010, initially
targeting polystyrene.

2.3. Reduce aerial deposition 2.3a. Conduct further studies to SWRCB, CARB Assist in
of storm water pollutants to estimate airborne pollutant developing the
the watershed loading from area-specific needed

sources (e.g. LAX). studies.

23b. Improve coordination and SWRCB, CARB Promote
collaboration between SWRCB
and CARS to establish airtome
pollutant loading reduction
policies, including reduction
goals

24. Reduce pollutant loading 2.4a. Adopt sewage LAC-DSH. City of Promote and
from commercial and management plans at all Redondo Beach assist in
recreational boating activilies mannas in the Bay by 2012 developing the

management
2 4b. Achieve recycling of all LAC-DBH, City of Assist through
used oils disposed by boaters Redondo Beach the boater
by 2015 program
2 4c. Install bilge pumpouts at LAC-OBH, City of Promote and
marinas that still do not have Redondo Beach facilitate
them by 2015

2.4d. Require mobile pumpout LAC-DBH. marina Facilitate
services for alt boats berthed in operators
Marina del Rey as part of
standard ease agreements.

2 5. Reduce generation and 2.5a. Install more catchbasin Watershed cities, Participate
discharge of trash, oil and screening and inflhtration LA County
grease, and other pollutants devices at high trash generating
from commercial areas areas by 2012.

2 Sb. Analyze trash cans — -— Watershed cities, Participate
design, placement, and trash LA County
pick-up in selected high-trash
areas of the watershed by 2012

SMBRC Watershed cities, Lead and
SWRCB, OPC provide funding

support.

2.lf. Complete the pilot City of LA, Coastal Lead in funding
downspout disconnection Conservancy the pilot
project and revise municipal project
codes to encourage downspout Promote code
disconnection from the storm revision.
drain system
2 1g. Conplete construction of City of Malibu Coastal Facilitate and
storm water infiltration and Conservancy partdpate in
treatment facilities at Malibu ptanning and
Legacy Park by 2012. technical

review
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25c Install cigarette butt
receptacles In front of all
restaurants and bars in lhe
south bay cities (MB, HB, RB)
and West Hollywood, and
expanding to other cities and
unincorporated LA County

SMBRF FY10 Work Plan
April 30. 2009

2.6 Institutionalize and 26a Institutionalize SMBRC SMBRC Lead
expand annual Coastal participation in Coastal Cleanup
Cleanup Dayby200Y

2.6b Expand inland cleanups Heal the Bay Facilitate
as pal of Coastal Cleanup Day
efforts

2.7. Increase pubLc 2.7a. Initiate a new round of PIE SMBRC LARWQCB Lead
awareness tnrough Public program at least every three
Involvement and Education years
(PIE) mini-grant program

2 8. Evaluate the 2.Sa. Collect data and conduct SMBRC LA County, Lead
effectiveness of BMPs for analysis to determine the watershed cities,
reduction of pollutant loading effectiveness of EMPs for storm LARWQCB
from storm water runoff and water and nonpoint source
other nonpaint sources pollulion reduction

2.Sb. Identify and apply suitable LA County Watershed cities ParticipaLe
models to help target and
prioritize installation of pollution
prevention and reduction BMPs.

#3: Address 3.1. Institutionalize monitoring 3.la. Compile an inventory of EPA, SWRCB LARWQCB, Facilitate
Potential Impacts of emerging contaminants relevant research and continue LACSD, City of LA
of Emerging carrying out studies to asses the B. of Sanitation,
Contaminants potential biological effects of SCCWRP

emerging contaminants (e g.
bioaccumulation in locally
caught fish).

3 lb Standardize analysis EPA. SWRCB. LARWOCS, Promote
methods for emerging State Dept. of LACSD. City of LA
contaminanls Public Health B. of Sanitation

3.lc, Add emerging LARWCCB Promote
contaminants to monitoring
plans required under NPDES
permits

. 3 2 Reduce loading of 3 2a Enharce existing LACSD. City of LA Promote
emerging ccntaminants in education prcgrams to reduce B of San.
walerways household disposal of

pharmaceutical products ir.to
the sewer system, and promote
an extended producer
responsibility (e g
pharmaceuticals take-back)
program

Watershed cities
LA County

Participate

2.5d. Expand criteria for SMBRC, Lead
restaurant certification program, watershed cities
and achieve participation by all
watershed municipalities in the
restaurant certification program
by 2011
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3.2b Identify a list of emerging EPA, SWRCB, LARWOCB, Promote
contaminants of concern. Enact State Dept. of LACSD, City of LA
state legislation to ban certain Public Health B. of San.
contaminants or replace with
alternative products.

SECTiON II. NATURAL RESOURCES

#4: Create! 4.1. Develop and institute 4.la. Adopt stream protecUon City of LA Watershed cities, Lead in dialling
support policies stream protection ordinances ordinances or polibes by SMBRC, Coastal the ordinance
and programs to and/ar policies affected Santa Monica Bay Conservancy and facilitate its
protect natural watershed cities (City of Los adoption
resources Angeles by 2009). Provide grant

funding for
restoration
projects.

4.lb. Adopt SMBRC grant SMBRC Lead
making policy to give preference
for funding stream restoration
and enhancement projects in
affected cities that have adopted
stream protection ordinances

4.1c Adopt/update and LARWQCB SWRCB, LA Promote and
implement a hydromodifcation County assist in
policy through the renewed developing
municipal stormwater permits by
2011

4 2. Evaluate potential Marine 42a Complete a data gap SMBRC OPC/State Lead
Protected Areas in the Bay analysis for Marine Protected Coastal

Areas Conservancy.
member
organizations of
the MTAC

4.2b Complete monitoring SMBRC DFG. SCCWRP Lead
needed to nil data gaps for
Marine Protected Areas

4.2c. Complete the state MLPA State MLPA OFO, CA Participate
process in the South Coast Initiative Resources
region and establish an MPA Agency/OPC. CA
network in the Southern State Parks.
California Bight by 2011. Resources Legacy

Fund Foundation,
CA Water
Resources Control
Board, CA
Department of
Beaches and
Harbors, Califomia
Coastal
Commission. Heal
the Bay. Santa
Monica
Baykeeper,
NRDC, Sea Grant,
SEALab, Coastal
Cities recreational
and commercial
fishermen groups,
recreational non-
consumptive user
groups
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Plan
2009

4.2d. Develop monitoring plan
for MPAs in the Bay or the south
coast network

DFG MLPA Initiative.
OST, SCCWRP.
LACSD. CPC

Facilitate

4.3. Evaluate and establish
additional regulatory
measures for protection of
fishery resources

4.3a. Dev&op reliable
population estimates for fish and
invertebrate species with heavy
fishing pressures (e.g rock fish
spp. Spiny lobster, red sea
urchin). Set numeric goals for
sustaining the population of
these species by 2013.

Pacific States
Marine Fisheries
Commission
(PSMFC), Pacific
Fisheries
Management
Council (PFMC),
Commercial and
Recreational
Fishermen and
Fishing groups!
Sea Grant,
SEALab, OPC,
NRDC, SM
Baykeeper

4.3b. Develop reliable DFG, NMFS PSMFC, CFGC. Promote
assessment of recreational PFMC, NMFS,
fishing effort (total lake, Santa Monica
locations frequented by anglers. Baykeeper.
etc.) and their effects on Recreational
population of key flsh species by Fishermen and
2011. Fishing Groups,

Heal the Bay. Sea
Grant

4.3c. Prioritize and establish DFG PSMFC Promote
fishery management plans
(FMPs) for key fish species of
concern (e.g California halibut,
surfperches, and grunion) by
2012.
4.3d. Establish more strtngent DFG,CFGC Aquariums, cities Promote
restriction on collection of native and counties with
species such as Giant keyhole protected
limpet that are exploited for non- tidepools, USC
fishery purposes (e.g. Sea Grant,
pharmaceutical and aquarium Pharmaceutical
trade). companies,

Medical Research
Facilities, WIES

j 4.4 Evaluate and address 4.4a Assess the potential SMBRC Lead
potential impacts of new impacts and participate in the
pipelines and offshcre review of environmental
energy development to documents for the new pipelines
prevent negative impacts on in the Bay by 2009.
me bay

4 4b Assess potential mpacts of MMS. OFG . Coastal Fac:litate
and participate in the review o Commission.
environmental documents for Coast Guard,
shore drilling, wind farms, wave NOM
energy generation, etc in Santa
Monica_Bay

DFG, NMFS Promote
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4.5. Evaluate and address 4.5a. Develop maps projecting OPC NOAA Participate
potential impacts of climate impacts of sea level rise in
change on Sanla Monica Bay Santa Monica Bay

4.Sb Compile information and SMBRC EPA, NOM. OPC, Lead
develop white papers on Califomia Coastal
potential impacts of global Commission,
warning and adaptive strategies. California Coastal

Conservancy

4 6. Faciitate and coordinate 4.6a. Obtain funding for SMBRC, Dept. & Lead
water quality improvement watershed coordnators in RCDSMM Conservation
and habitat restoration Ballona Creek and Malibu Creek
programs in key watersheds by 2009
subwatersheds

4.6b. Complete historical SMBRC SCCWRP Lead
ecology and water budget
studies for the Baflona Creek
watershed by 2010

4.7. Implement a SMBRC LARWQCB, EPA, Lead
Comprehensive Bay 4,7 Participate in Bight-wide SCCWRP, DFG
Monitoring Program regional surveys and monitoring

network
4.7b Incorporate Bay LARWQCB EPA, NPDES Promote
comprehensive monitoring permittees
designs into monitoring
requirements under NPDES
permits

SMBRC LARWQCB. EPA, Lead

4.7c. Establish a coordination SCCWRP,
structure, including a stable NPDES
funding poor to ensure long- permittees, OFG

term implementation of the
monitoring program

#5: Acquire land 5.1. Purchase 2000 acres of 5.la Purchase available private SMMC, State Support
for preservation priority open space in the parcels in Corral Canyon to Coastal
of habitat and Santa Monica Mountains protect watershed function, Conservancy
ecological provide beach water quality
services benerit and provide habitat and

recreational connectivity from
the headwaters to the coast

5.1 b Purchase other private SMMC, State SCWRP Participate and
parcels in the Santa Monica Coastal support
Mountains as they become Conservancy
available.

52. Purchase priority parcels 5.2a.Oevelop a parcel map with SMBRC MRCA, State Load
in urbanized areas of the prioritized properties for Coastal
watershed purchase in Ballona Creek Conservancy, CCI

watershed
5.2b Identify and prioritize SMBRC MRCA. Stale Lead
shared acquisition goats Coastal

Conservancy. City
and County parks
and recreation
departments, other
land
conservancies
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6.1. Achieve 303d listing for
aquatic invasive species in
Malibu Creek

6.Ia. Compile and provide data
to RWQCB for their 303d listing
review of existing invasive
species and their impacts to
beneficial uses

62. Coordinate and fund 6.2a Expand the education and SMBRC State Parks, Lead
public education and outreach on control of SMMC, NPS
outreach on invasive species mudsnails, including more

mudsnail signs and broader
dissemination of mudsnait video

6.2b. Expand education and State Parks, Coastal Partk pate
outreach to control of other SMMC, NPS Conservancy
invasive species

6.3 Develop and adopt plan 6 3a. Develop and adopt SCC, SWRCB. Facilitate
and policies for invasive watershed-specific SMMC. DFG
species control and comprehensive plans for control
prevention and prevention of invasive

soecies by 2011
6.3b. Adoptapolicy for SMBRC Lead
SMBRC-funded projects that
have the potential to introduce
invasive species by 2010

64. Ban importation and sale 6.4a Coordinate with DFG DFG Dept. Agriculture Facilitate
of selected invasive species Aquatic Invasive Species

Management Plan and achieve
Restricted Species Listing for
crayfish. arundo donax, pampas
grass and ice plant

6.5. Fund and conduct 6 5a. Fund riparian invasive DFG Dept. of Facilitate
invasive species removal species removal and native Agriculture
programs and projects revegetation programs on 20

acres in the Santa Monica
Mountains by 2014
6.Sb. Fund invasive species SMBRC Coastal Lead
removal and revegetation on 20 Conservancy,
acres of coastal bluffs and SCWRP, NMFS,
dunes by 2015 PVPLC, LAC

DBH, LACC

6.5c Continue crayfish removal SMBRC Pepperdine Lead
activities in Trancas canyon University

#1: Restore 7.1. Restore Ballona 7.la. Complete feasibility study Coastal State Parks. Participate
wetlands, streams Wetlands by 2008. Determine preferred Conservancy NMFS
and riparian alternative by 2009
zones

7.lb Complete baseline Coastal State Parks. Co-Lead
monitoring by 2010 Conservancy. SCWRP, NMFS

SMBRC

7 ic. Secure funding source Coastal State Parks. Participate
(approximately $50 M, total . Corser.ancy SCWRP. NMFS
project cost S100—200 M)
sufficient to conplete first phase
implementation of preferred
alternative by 2010

# 6: Manage
invasive species

SMBRC LARWOCS Lead
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Coastal SCWRP
Conservancy,
Stale Parks

7.4. Inorease body of 7.4a. Conduct technical SMBRC Lead
knowledge on local stream background work needed to
function including hydrology understand local hydrology and
and geomorphology, develop regional curves for local
especially urbanized streams streams by 2010.

7.4b. Host semi-annual stream SMBRC LA County, Lead
restoration workshops to watershed cities,
transfer technical information state
and knowledge on techniques conservancies.
for urban stream restoration to
agency and nonpront staff and
the public

7,5. Restore urban streams, 7.5a Complete Ballona SMBRC MRCA, Baldwin Lead
including daylighting Greenway planning by 2008. Hills Conservancy,
culverted streams and Secure funding and implement Culver City. City of
removing cement channels two priority Greenway projects LA

by_2011
7 5b. Conduct a feasibility study SMBRC City ol LA, MRCA, Lead
for stream daylighting in Coastal
Lafayette Park Conservancy

7.Sc.lmplement stream SMBRC Malibu Watershed Lead
restoration projects in the Cities. Coastal
Malibu Creek watershed Conservancy

7 Sd. Restore Stone Canyon SM Baykeeper UCLA Participate
Creek at UCLA by 2011

7.5e Identify stream restoration Baldwin Hills State Parks. LA Participate
alternatives within Baldwin Hilts Conservancy County, City of LA
and nearby areas draining the
Conservancy project area

7.2. Restore Malibu Lagoon 7.2a. Fully implement the
restoration plan for Malibu
Lagoon by 2010.

Participate

7.2b. Acquire and restore City of Malibu State Parks, Promote
additional lands surrounding the SCWRP
current Lagoon footprint and
along the lower Malibu Creek

73. Remove fish barriers and 7.3a. Remove priority barriers SMBRC, Coastal NMFS Lead
open 20 miles o stream identified by the SMBRC, Conservancy.
habitat to migrating steelhead including barriers on Malibu State Parks,
trout Creek (Rindge Dam, MRCA

Century Dam, Cold Canyon,
Las Virgenes in MCSP),
Solstice Creek (PCH Bridge
Replacement), Zuma (at
grade road) by 2018
7.3b. Complete ACOE feasibility ACOE State Parks, Participate
study for Rindge Dam removal SMMC, NMFS
by 2010

7.3c. Incorporate removal of Slate Parks SMMC, NMFS Participate
Arroyo Sequit barriers into State
Parks work plan by 2009;
secure furding for removal and
begin imp’ementation by 2010
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7.5f. ProtecUpurchase
remaining undeveloped lands,
especially stream corridors, e g.
Hoag Canyon and remaining
Corral Canyon properties

2015

LIIBRF FY10 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

7.9 Restore Del Rey Lagoon 7 9a.Purchase private parcels City of LA Participate
to improve waler quality and immediately adjacent to the
increase wetlands habitat and lagoon by 2011
public access.

7.9b. Conduct a feasibility study, City of LA Participate
. develop a restoration plan and

.

- complete CEQA process by
2013
7.9c. Complete implementation City of LA Participate
by 2016

7 10. Evaluate feasibility of 7.lOa. Complete a feasibility NPS Landowner Participate
Trancas lagoon acqL’isibon analysis by 2009
and restoration

#8: Restore 81 Reslcre bluff habitat fcr BAa Complete restoration of South Bay cities. Coastal Participate
coastal bluffs, El Segundo blue butterfly four top priority sites (195 LAC-DBH Conservancy,
dunes, and sandy acres) identiuied in the Beacn DFG. NOAA
beaches Bluff Restorabon Master Pan by

L 2015
8 lb Enhance and expand LAX Support

, restoration of El Segundo
Dunes.

MRCA, Coastal
Conservancy

Participate

7.6 Restore Topanga Lagoon 7.6a. Complete the State Park State Parks Participate
General Plan for Topanga
Lagoon by 2010

7.6b. Complete the SIR for re- State Parks, Cattrans Participate
aligning the PCH bridge over Coastal
Topanga Lagoon Conservancy
7.6c Complete full Lagoon State Parks Caltrans Participate
restoration by 2020

7.7. Restore Grand Canal to 7.7a. Complete restoration City of LA NA Participate
improve water quatty. design and CEQA process by
increase wetlands habitat and 2008
public access, and remove
invasive species.

7.7b. Secure funding and City of LA, EPA, Coastal Co-lead
implement restoration plan by SMBRC Conservancy
2011

7.8. Restore Oxford Lagoon 7.Ba. Set up advisory group for County of LA Participate
to provide native species restoration planning by 2009
habitat, improved water
quality, improved flood
storage, and greater public
access

7.Bb. Complete restoration County of LA Participate
design and CEQA process by
2010
7.Bc. Complete implementation County of LA Participate
of the lagoon restoration plan by
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restoration projects on PV
peninsula

April 30. 2009

9.2, Protect and manage 9.2a. Conduct a pilot project to Coastal LAC-DBH Participate
rocky intertidal habitat test three different methods of Conservancy,

intertidal protection by 2012 State Parks

9.2b. Propose adoption of Coastal LAC-DBH Participate
optimal management measures Conservancy,
by responsible agencies by Stale Parks
2013

9,3. Re-introduce and restore 9.3a Complete a pilot project to SeaLab NOM Participate
an abalone population re-introduce abalone to local

native habitat by 2010

94. Assess and protect 9,4a Conduct an assessmenl NOANNMFS DFG Participate
surfgrass habitat on the status of historical and

existing surfgrass habitats and
develop management
recommendations by 2010

# 10: Protect and 10 1 Continue monitoring lola. Produce a 10-year CSDLAC, City of SCCWRP Participate
restore open recovery of benthic habitats assessment report by 2012 LA
ocean and deep at POTW discharge outfalls
water habitats

8.1c Complete more bluff PVPLC, PVP cities NOM Participate

82 Protect and manage 8,2a. Develop sandy beach LAC-DSH. State DFG, NOM Facilitate
sandy beach habitats restoration and management Parks

plans that encourage protection
of natural resources and human
recreational opportunities by
2011
8.2b Develop best practices for LAC-DBH. State DFG, ND4A Facilitate
beach management for sandy Parks
beach habitat conservation.
Establish formal procedures for
Beach Management
Certification by 2013
S,2c. Establish a program to SMBRC LAC-DBH, State Lead
monitor beach animals and Parks, DFG,
plants in cooperation with NOAA
scientists and community
members by 2010
B.2d. Develop and begin to LAC-DBH, State DFG, NOAA Participate
implement beach restoration Parks
andlor habitat conservation
projects by 2012

#9: Restore 91. Restore and monitor five 9.la Restore two acres of kelp SM Baykeeper Coastal Participate
IntertIdal and acres of kelp forest habitat by 2009 Conservancy,
subtidal habitats MSRP

9. lb Restore five acres of kelp SM Bayieeper Coastal Participate
habitat by 2012 Conservancy.

MSRP
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10.2a. Update information from CSDLAC
previous assessment and
conduct new reconnaissance
study if necessary

SMBRF FY10 Work Plan
April 30. 2009

10 3. Assess harmful algal 1O.3a.Conduct and coordinate SMBRC SCCWRP, Lead
bloom and its causes and research on causes and impacts 50005, Regional
impacts on Bays ecosystem of harmful atgal booms in Santa Universities

Monica Bay

10 3b. Establish a coordinated Slate OPC SCCWRP, Promote
HAB alert network. 50005. Regional

Universities

SECTION III. BENEFITS AND VALUES TO HUMANS

U 11: Protect 11.1 Achieve zero beach 11.1 a. Fund diversions of alt dry SWRCB (CBI) LA County, beach Participate
public health closures and postings at weather (summer and winter dry cities

Santa Monica Bay beaches periods) at un-diverted drains,
as short-term solutions to beach
bacteria , by 2012

11 lb. Evaluate the water SWRCB (CBI) LAC-DBH Promote
circutation improvement device
installed at Mother’s 8each and
recommend enhancement if
necessary, by 2013
11.1 c. Enhance collaboration LA County, LARWQCB Participate
among local agencies through watershed cities
the SMB Beaches Bacteria
TMDL jurisdictional workgroups.
Develop and implement an
integrated approach to reduce
wet-weather pathogen
contamination by 2012

Ii id. Further evaluate sand as SWRCB (CBI) Support
source of beach bacteria and
potential health risks to
swimmers (especially children)
by 2010

112. Develop and adcpt new 11.2a Conduct more research SWRCB (CBI) SCCWRP Promote
pathogen indicators and efforts on deveopment of new EPA
source identification tools rapid pathogen indicators

ii 2b. Incorporate effective SWRCB, State Support
indicator monitoring techniques Health, EPA.
into current monitoring LARWQCB
orograms by 2012.
11.2c. Establish SMBRC as a SMBRC SWRCB (061), Lead
forum for facilitating application EPA

- and adoption of new indicators
by hosting annual meetings. etc

11 3 Improve public 11 .3a. Obtain more beach LA County Health, LA County Fire Facilitate
notification of beach water warning signs for L.A County LAC-DBH Dept. (Lifeguards)
quality Health Department Evaluate

and place signs at better
locations_by_2009

10.2, Update and expand
knowledge of deep canyon
and deep reef habitats

Panicipate
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11 .3b Disseminate results of
new epidemiological study
results via our website. mailing
list, and Journal by 2010

SMBRC

SMBRF FY10 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

SCCWRP Lead

11 A Develop and issue new 11 .4a. Develop and issue new OEHHA, EPA State Public Promote
seafood consumption fish consumption advisory by Health
advisories and risk 2010
communication messages

114b Update fish advisory OEHHA. EPA Stale Public Participate
signage and develop and Health, LA County
distribute new educational Health, other
materials by 2011 FCEC partners

11 5 Expand institutional ii .5a. Reestablish catch-ban DFG, EPA Promote
control measures area to correspond with
(enforcement, monitoring, commercial catch-blocks in
and education) through order to increase understanding
coordination with partner of regulations and enforce
agencies to reduce the risk of adherence to regulations by
consumption of contaminated 2010
fish in high risk ethnic
communities

11 .5b. Utilize community LA County Health Promote
organizations and health Dept., EPA
professionals to educate at-risk
families

ii 5c. Enhance the health LA County Health NA Promote
inspectors program to educate Dept.. EPA
markets on best practices’ in
purchasing uncontaminated fish
by 2010

ii 5d. Reduce to6 percent by EPA, LA County NA Promote
2010 and to 4 percent by 2014 Health Dept.
the amount of markets found to
have while croaker with DDT
and PCB contaminant levels
above FDA action levels by
2010

11 .5e. Increase by 10 percent EPA. LA County Health Promote
angler awareness of local fish Dept.
advisory by 2010 (Angler
awareness of local fish advisory
should be equal to or greater
than 65 percent in 2010)

i1.5f. Reach out to X pier EPA. Heal the Bay, Promote
fishers with FCEC messaging Cabrillo Aquarium
by 2010
11 5glncrease enforcement of DFG EPA. Promote
existing bag limit for white
croaker by 2010

11 6 Remediate 11 6a. Complete and publicize EPA (Superfund) Promote
contaminated sediments the draft plan for remediating

contaminated sediments on
Palos Verdes shell by 2009

11 Gb Finaize and implement a EPA (Superfund) Promote
remediahon plan by 2012
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SAIBRF FY10 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

U 13; Increase
public access to
beaches and open
space

12.3 Decrease peak flood 12.3a Conduct modeling to
flows by increasing natural determine optimal locations for
infiltration in developed areas conversion of impervious

surfaces to pervious surfaces by
2009

13.1. Increase public access 13.Ia. Purchase available
to Santa Monica Mountains private parcels (including those
through purchase and specified under Objective #51)
enhancement of open space and open more access

easements to increase public
access and recreational
opportunities by 2012.

SMBRC LA County. Lead
watershed cities

SMMC. Coastal Coastal Participate
Commission Conservancy,

State Dept. of
Parks and
Recreation, NPS

U 12; 12.1. Purchase and restore 12.la. Develop a parcel map MRCA, State Co-lead
Maintain/Increase priority parcels to increase with prioritized properties for Coastal
natural flood acreage of ecologically purchase in Ballona Creek Conservancy,
protection functioning floodplains and watershed by 2011 (Also see SMBRC
through wetlands milestone under Goal #5)
ecologically
functioning
floodplalns and
wetlands

12 2. Develop hydrology and 12 2a. Work with LA County LA County. ACOE Co-lead
hydraulic (H&H) standards for FCD to determine appropriate SMBRC
stream restoration projects in H&H standards to optimize
LA County habitat, waler quality and flood

control features for stream
restoration projects, by 2012.

13 2. Increase acreage and 13.2a. Acquire and convert 30 MRCA Coastal Participate
access to parks and open acres of parks/open space in Conservancy
space in urbanized areas urban areas, focused on the
through purchase and needs of underserved
conversion of private parcels communities, by 2020

13.2b. Acquire parcel adjacent City of LA, City of LA, MRCA. Lead and fund
to Lafayette Park for public SMBRC Coastal in collaboration
ownership to convert to pervious Conservancy with partners
surfaces and increase
recxeational opportunities
13.2c Acquire parcel at north City of LA Lead
end ol Del Rey Lagoon for City
of LA ownership as identified
under Objective 7.9 to improve
connectivity to Ballona Creek
estuary

133. Increase public access 13.3a.Open a public access DFG, Coastal Ballona Wetlands Facilitate
points to Ballona Creek and point to Ballona Wetlands by Conservancy Restoration
wetlands 2010 Working Group

13.3b. Complete the Baltona City of LA MRCA, Baldwin Lead
Greenway planning and Hills Conservancy,
implementation of select sites Culver City, City of
to increase recreational LA
opportunity and connectivity
along Ballona Creek (Also see
Objective #7.5)

13.3c Fund community outreach DFG, Coastal Ballona watershed Facilitate
and education about bike path Conservancy cities
safety and use, and develop an

, action plan to address
community concerns by 2010
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SMBRF FYI 0 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

13 4. Increase public access 13,4a. Improve dissemination of Coastal Coastal Participate
to Santa Monica Bay beaches information on public beach Commission Conservancy,

access State Lands
Commission. State
Dept. or Parks and
Recreation

13.4b. Complete Santa Monica Coastal Coastal Promote
Bay section of the California Commission Conservancy.
Coastal Trail by 2020 State Lands

Commission. Slate
Dept. of Parks and
Recreation

13.4c. Open more Offer to Coastal Coastal Promote
Dedicate (OTD) public access Commission Conservancy,
easement along Santa Monica State Lands
Bay that are currently closed to Commission, State
the public Dept. of Parks and

Recreation

# 14: Conserve 14.1. Increase local water 14Th. Capture, treat, and reuse Watershed cities, LARWQCB Facititate
water and supplies dry weather and storm water local water
increase local runoff in consistent with the districts
water supply numeric target set by the

regional IRWMP
14 lb Treat and reuse Watershed cities, LARWQCB Promote
contaminated ground water LA County, local
consistent with the numeric municipal water
target set by the regional districts
IRWMP.
l4.lc Develop standards for Watershed cities, LARWQCB Promote and
rain water use. Develop and LA County participate
implement financial incentives
for sLorm water recharge
projects that produce new water
and offset reliance on imported
potable water supply,

14.2. Enhance water 14.2a Reduce water demand Regional and local NA Promote
conservation by enhancing existing water water districts,

conservation watershed cities,
measuresfprograms LA Couity

14.2b. Develop and adopt new Regional and local NA Participate
requirements for planting of water districts,
native vegetations in watershed cities,
landscaping on public LA County
oroperties.

14.2c Provide financial Regional and local NA Promole
incentives ror water water districts,
conservation watershed cities,

LA County

143 Further upgrade 14.3a. Recycle sufficient LACSD (JWPCP), Support
wastewater treatment at wastewater to replace current West Basin
POTWs to increase imported water supplies in the Municipal Water
wastewater recycling and area served by JWPCP of the District
reuse LACSD (230,000 acre-feet per

year) by 2020.
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I

143b. Increase use of recycled
waler recharge volume from the
Hyperion Trealment Plant,
including lhe City of LA’s
planned delivery of 14300 at
ft’year in stages, in addition to
the polential to supply WBMWD
with up to 67.000 acftJyear by
2020

SMBRF FY10 Work Plan

April 30, 2009

MWD, SWRCBLADWP. City of
LA B. of
Sanlation, West
Basin Municipal
Waler DisthoL

Support
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SEPA KEY CONTACTS FORM

Form Approved 0MB No:2030-0020 Approval Expir 04/30109

Authorized Representative: Original aitanis
review asic! acceptance. unless otherwise indicated.

and cunencimenis ui/I be sent to this individual for

Name:
Title:
Complete Address:

Phone Number:

Shelley Luce
Executive Director
320 W 4th Street, Ste. 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013
3101216-9827

Payee: Iszclivhheal authorized to accept pcn’nzeitts.

Name:
Title:
Mall Address:

Shelley Luce
Executive Director
320 W 4th Street, Ste. 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Phone Number: 310/216-9827

Administrative Contact: Indivithial j.i,is Sponsored Program Office to contact concerning
administrative in alters (i.e., indirect cost rate computation. rebudgeting requests etc.)

Name:
Title:
Mailing Address:

Phone Number:
FAX Number:
E-Mail Address:

Joel Hanson
Administrative Director
320 W 4th Street, Ste. 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013
2131576-6645
2131576-6646
jhanson(&waterboards.ca.gov

Principal Investigator: Individual responsible for the technical completion of the proposed work.

Name:
Title:
Mailing Address:

Phone Number:
FAX Number:
E-Mail Address:
Web URL:

Shelley Luce
Executive Director
320 W 4th Street, Ste. 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013
3101216-9827
310/216-9825
slucesantamonicabay.org
santamonicabay.org

PP \ Form 5700-53 (Rc 44)2)





INILI Appioul Ni’ l)33.0I(4(l
ASSURANCES- NON-CONSTItUCTION PROGRAMS

l’ubhc re’oriliIg burden fur tfii eciflccii,t,i of inhiriiaiiti,, i ei:niaIetI io a’ crttcc IS ninnies per response. including lime br reizaing
iisiriiet,t’iis. setirelitno cnliiu daLi ‘(luiC er. gatlicritig and l,ainUuliint (Sc ilaia needed, and eoiitplelinu and reviewing (he CL1IICC1K’fl .1

information Send c,,nintenls recardntg (lie burden esiii,iiie or tiny other aspect oF ibis collection of inloimanon meludine siioeesii,n5 or
ydiicIn1 his burden Ii’ (lie ()!(ice oi’tlauiagiiicni md Rudgel. l’aptr.torh Ncdtielniii Prieel (I)338—4)0311). Vashing(on. DC 21)5(13.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN yOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENI AND BUI)GET.
SEND fl TO TIlE ADDRESS PROVIDE!) BY TIlE SPONSORING AGENCY.

MilE. Certain of Ihese assurances nay i’ol he applicable to your proicci or program. If vim have qilesilolls please etinhact Ike
jwardiiuo acteiucy I-uniter, certain Federal its aidiiu agencies nitty retiulire .ipplitaiais lii ceulils iii adilihional asstir:inves_
lfueh is the cjse_ tlu till be ii&ilifieul.

As ili duh ia ih,uri’ed rep rcrscn till. e ii lie app lieuiit, I cerl iv thu die :ipplit.iii Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation

I is lie Ie’4;il iuflnr’tv lie .,ppv or Federal .isisluii,ce turd he
:u,tiiuuia nil, lltiilaeerIii ,uul an.utci.il apa±iihiv
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ci, pcisuiiah olin

2 li cl,lhish sjieuitifll, ii pill cluqli’vees Iwo, us:fl
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Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation

Executive Director

9. Will comply. as:pplicablc. nh the 1,ruvisions of
the Uasis.Baci,it Au (10 U.S.C. 2?ha to 276a-?). the
Copeland Act (40 U.S C.. 276c and IS U.S.C. 874), and
clc Contract Work Hours and Safety Siaiidarth Act (4(1
U S.C. 327333y, regarding labor standards for

Federally—ass st cd eons i ructtnn snbagrccm cot

(I Will comply, ifapplicabic. soh lund insurance
purchase rcqttliclnctiis of Section ICiZeal of the Flood
Dtsa,icr P,occtioii Act of 1Q73 (P.1.. 03—233) wInch
req u res rec ipi Ctit Iii spec lilt (1 tiotl lie/a rd II ret to

parlitip;iic ii the pri’c’r;iiti itid iii purchi:isc flood
i,ti’rat,cc 111w total cost if iitsnrtl’le ciltisirtict Intl

IcljtIisitlOTt i SI ).oI1li or fore

Ii. \VtlI cotttpl syilli en’ rntitzicni:iI standard, whtch
tia he prcscrtl’:d ptirsil.ttiI in he tistIot hg iii

it,iilitiioii ill elis ironniettial qolilli) control tlteasure,

tittilet (lie Notional En irtttincntai l’ohcy :\ei of mo

(I’.I. )l—I00);ind EecuiRe OrdcriFO) 1513: (b)
iioiificalitin ii violating fticiinics ptir;nant to El)
I 738; Cc) protection iiweti;t,ids pursuant to P0

00 (d) c’ aluatto,, of flood hazords in flood plains
in accordance stidi 110 I I ‘)S8: (ci lisorancc uI proiccu
IllS sicocy itili lie ippitit ed State Itialiageilietli

puigr;InI dctelt’pcd tindcr the (oa%ial Lone
:\Iai:avc,ticttt .\ei of lQ72lti USC 1451 et cq ((f.
toiilorniitv ui [ederal actions to State (C lean Airl
(itiplettiencinitit l’l,iss nitiler Seedort I 76(c (if the
Clean •\ir Act of, 1)55. rictinended (42 fF8 C’. 740! ci

seq i. (ci protection if ortdcrgriiurtd tilirces il (rink inc

‘Icr tttdcr lie Safe l)ritiiiig Water Act of I 073 as
titientied U .‘—525t. iii, (lii prttcciioii of

end .iogc red s pec:c s u tiler c F ida ig ered Species Act
of l’I7. as ,intctiletl (P.1 ‘.‘lIc)

12. Will coinpl with he Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 968 (16
L.S.C. 127 ci scq.i Related to pro:ec;ir.c components or piltetitial

OtOO lien Li oft he national lid ansi scenic ri. cr5 SVSt Clii

Ii. Will assist the Iardint! toency in lcstlrnig cotittiltatice sstll
Section 1116 tIthe Nitiottil historic l’rcervtiion Act of 196(i, is

aitietided (It, U.S.C. 470) Fr) 593 (itlentilietion md protection
ti ltistsiric properties). and die Archaeological and Historic
Pescriti,, Act of 1q73 (lb U.S C. 4fiQi.t el seq

4 \\ fl e.tttpI stlt I’ I_ 03— US reg:irilm:ie tie proice tatitot
lititihait ‘tilitcets iool ed 0 rcscarclt. ic clapnicttt, Lit4 teitted
tcti tics supported hy this ass it’d of assistance.

5. Wt I conipi stitli the i.e hstrattr:. A mud \ ci (‘arc Act o I I 0(1
(P.1. 80—544. as antciticd. 7 U S.C. 2131 ci seq.) Perbilnitle to the
care, htnilltne. intl (rcaltiicttt oh st ar,tt lijitittieti attittt,mls held to,
research. tciehirç. hr echo’ tetit tttcs ,,tpji,rieil he thus Is:IICI ut

ass ii 1,1 itt’ C

if. Skill cootpk ssirit (he Lc’atl.Hased Hint PL,jsttotnu I’rc CtiIt4tI

Act 42 U.S.C. 4801 ci seq.) \\‘tneit prohihits the tsc oltcad—b:tscd
paitti in cm,ltstrtlenoo or reht,mliIi(tt,tt if deuce sirttcturc.

(7. ii cao,c to lie pertlitried the rctjtnrcI linaitci.ii tail

toiitph.iiec inlil. lit teL i’,ti’ntc itli the Stttglc \itdt At’t
\iiit.iisiittcttts f Pit intl (Thtli C rctdu No ..-\—I .13. Audits of

States. I ,c,il (htver,tnicnts. itil Su,,,.i’ri, In ()rciii,,otttnts

IX, \S’thl cutnplv with all applicable requirements uti all other
icdcrii loss. cs.eeult’se tinlcts. rciztthati,,its, nit policies gus eritlite

Ii’
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C United States
Environmental Protection Agency

CE 969714-01

[F’A Pri,jcct ( oiiin,I N,iiiiher

CERTIFICATION REGARDING LOBBYING

CERTIFICATION I-OR (ONTRACIS. GRAMS.
LOANS. AND COOPERATIVE AGREEM KN1S

The ti Lters,izI1e’.ccriIIIc,. Ii ike hcsi oIlii or icr kiiowled2e _l,id be ILl,

\ti 1-ederal app ro1iriaicd iiii,t!s une ‘ceo pod or will he psid. I, or ii’ heha I: -I tile

u!rtIerslaiIeti 10 .11W perstili t,r iiifltieiietic II a:teioplrnu Ii) riiTheiite in LI Ifieci or

cc of any luaclicy. a SleniL,er of Congress. a’s ofileer en Iri’ve is C ongies

or III enijilnvcc cia Nlcinlier if Ct’nrcs% 1’ cislineelion tiili tire aua,Jiii ci .iiiy

I eticral Contract, the making ci mv I’edcrai er;lni. lie making of as,; Federal ‘‘‘‘i. the
cHiLling into oi’anv cooper-alive agreeinenl. and lie eieii-0trIi - et,iiiIiajLitiI1. rene”al.

iinend!ne;it..ir!nh,d)liea!:on of toy Federal ei,niraei, L-rarri. loan. i’r.t’t’pcraIie

igleelil CIII -

If iii> iiiii’n tither r::;in Fede ml appriipri,tred ItiniF. ira’e keen p_ni or “ii; lie p:z:d Iii

airy peren lii ittliucacirt or altenIplilic hi ulilliLnac a;, tillicer ii citiI,l.’ee ci .tin
a yjcoiher ji’ Ci’n,rcss ii, coitneeiion ;tiiii Iii, ederil ctinirael_ r.iIi1, lti.in.

Crsc1’erai; C a—ereenieil;. Ike ulkicisitated shall etioplele .n,tl sulitint Si,uid,,td Itirin
i_I_I — l);elst,re turin In Report lasl’hyiisg. iii ;iaorii oce illi ;i iIiirtIebotis

3i I he tiiiiiers,ei’ed shall require lint die laIlgi-ate .1 li’. erl,flcai,1iii lie inetittleti iii (lie

it :rd tl-iciii;ients fir all i,h—aw,ird at all hers iiitlii;luiiz ‘ib—ct,iiirai,. oth—a
%-,iir.rI— in,tIe t5:nn.. k,a:rs_;,ntl ar1,er_iJ te:rereeiiicrus) aid lit al

re ipi;r shall eeiill’ and d J.-se nceordioelv

Iris cc ri:k< .,ltrt -a fl ileral rcprcse:ibaiii’n 01 la.i tip;ti; IRII reiie;ic ;t$s pl;:c el “1 e: diii

Irailsarirot; ttas iiiadc or tolerad liii’. Suh,i,rtsi,ir ol thirt ccrnlicais,n 1% plerc.111site or

tr.iking or enicrtiig ciii ibis Ir;,risaclion iiipsed Is> sectrohl I 52. rile I IS ( nile Ant
per-sill tvl,& tail. iii lie the (etlilirci eeri,tie;niini, shall he subicel III tr. ii ‘enalhyof ii;, Ic—a
ruin S i)_i)i)(3 and liii hm’re thai, S lOOtlili for each ‘tel, flrilore

Dr Shelley Luce, Executive Director
fsp.l \.—.n:’. In_i. tutu-to I.;.

6/26/2007
‘r.i,.-, I tilt ,r.I:
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Washington, DC 20460 FORM ApprovedQ Preaward Compliance Review Report for 0MB N62030-0020%. Al! Applicants Requesting Fedeni Financial Assistance Expires 12-31-05

Note: Read instructions before completing form.
I. A, Applicant (Name. City, State) B. Recipient (Name. City, State) C. EPA Project No.
Santa Monica Bay Restoration CE969714-O1Foundation, Los Angeles, CA

II. Brief description of proposed project, program or activity.

National Estuary Program - Continued implementation of the Santa Monica Bay
Restoration Plan

Ill. Arc any civil rights lawsuits or complaints pending against applicant and’or recipient? If
yes, list those mptaints and the disposition of cich complaint. N’cs No

IV. Have any civil rights compliance reviews oithc applicant tm&or recipient been conducted
by any Federal agency during tIre two years prior to this application hit activities whiclt vould Yes X Noreceive EI’A assistance? lfyes. list those compliance reviews and status of each review.

V. Is any other Federal financial assistance being applied for or is any other Federal financial
assistance being applied to any portion of this project, program oractivity? If yes, list the other Yes NoFederal Agency(s), describe the associated work and the dollar amount of assistance.

VI. If entire communily undcrthcupplirant’sjuñsdicrion isnot scn’cdundertheextsting racilitks’senicas, or will not beserved under rite proposed plan, give reasons why.

VII. Population Characteristics Number of Peoptc
I. A. Population of Entire Service Area 94aO8t

B. Minority Population of Entire Service Area roeaiv
2. A. Population Currently Being Served 9948041

B. Minority Population Currently Being Sencd 7D63137
3. A. Population to be Served by Project. Prnpzn or Activity 994IO8

B. Minority Population to be Served by Project Program or Activity Th6a,37 -

4. A. Population to Remain Without Service
B._Minority_Population_to_Remain_Without_Service

\ll. Will all new facilities or alterations to existing facilities financed by these funds be
designed ond constructed to be readily accessible to and usshle by handicapped -rsolts? If no. X Yesexplain how a regulatory exception (40 CFR 7,70; applies.

IX. Gic tim schedule hr future protects, pritgnins or activitres tor of future plans), 1w witizlt services will be pro’ idol Ii, allbeneichiries vitiiin applicant’s r:risdict ott If there is 141 scheduL—. explain wit’.

Services will be provided on an ongoing basis.

Appro’etC__r Dssapproed

El’.•\ rortit 4700-3 (Rev COO) I’revioos editiutis are obsolete

Dale I

-k CC/%’

X I certif3 that the statements I have made on this lot-rn and all atrachnwnts thereto are true, accurate and complete. Iacknowledge that a113 knowingly fats: or misleading statenient ma be punishable by fine or imprisonment or both underapplicable law.
A. Si ‘nature ofAutlintized cial 7 B Title of Authorized Ornelal C, I)ate

: IL/LI Executive Director 6126/2007
. J/ / For the I .S. Environmental Protectino Agency

Authorized EPA Officinl





ED ST.

fl T, UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
C

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
O. CIRCULAR A-87 COGNIZMJT AGENCY

NEGOTIATION AGREE.I’NT

Page 1 of 2

State of California Date: July 24, 2008

State Water Resources Control Board

Sacramento, CA Filing Ref: January 10, 2008

The indirect cost rates contained herein are for use on grants

and contracts with the Federal Government to which Office of

Management and Budget Circular A-87 applies, subject to the

limitations contained in the Circular and in Section II, A below.

SECTION I: RATES

Effective Period

Type Fran To Rate Base

Provisional:

Indirect Costs—Water Quality 7/1/2008 6/30/2009 90.51% (a)

Indirect Costs—Water Rights 7/1/2008 6/30/2009 83.37% (a)

Basis for Application

(a) Direct salaries and wages and staff benefits.

Treatment of Fringe Benefits: Release tine (vacation, holiday,

sick) applicable to direct salaries and wages are treated as

indirect costs.

SECTION II: GENERAL

A. LIMITATIONS: The rates in this Areement are subject to any
statutory and administrative limitations and apply to a given

grant, contract or other agreement only to the extent that funds

are available . Acceptance nE the rates is subject to the following

conditions: Cl) Only costs incurred by the department/agency or

allocated to the department/agency by an approved Cost allocation
plan were included in the indirect cost pool as finally accepted;

such costs are legal obligations of the department/agency and are
allowable under governing cost principles; (2) The sane costs that
have been claimed as direct costs; (3) Similar types of costs have

inlemar Address ‘JF. • hiip:Jw. sgov
ecycIeRecycIabIe • Ptiied wih Vegeat:e Oil Eases inks cn ir’, Pcsicsnsumr. Prccess Chicano Free ecDlei Paper
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øfl G UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
7RCB DAS MGMT

WASHINGTON D.C. 20460 JUL 3Q 2008
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S

2CEJVED
July 24, 2008

Mr. Esteban Almanza, Chief AoMINTaON
Division of Administrative Services AflDRESOURCES

State of California MANAGEMENT

Water Resources Control Board
1001 I Street, P.O. Box 100
Sacramento, California 95812—0100

Dear Mr. Mmanza:

Enclosed is a negotiation agreement reflecting an
understanding reached with your organization regarding the indirect
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1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20460—0001

If you have questions, please contact me on (202) 564—5055.

Sincerely yours,

acqueline Smith, Rate Negotiator
Financial Analysis and
Oversight Service Center
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been accorded consistent accounting treatment; and (4) The
information provided by the department/agency which was used to
establish the rates is not later found to be materially incomplete
or inaccurate by the Federal Government. In such situations the
rate(s) would be subject to renegotiation at the discretion of the
Federal Government.

B. CHANGES. The rates contained in this agreement are based on
the organizational structure and the accounting system in effect at
the time the proposal was submitted. Changes in the organizational
structure or changes in the method of accounting for costs which
affect the amount of reimbursement resulting from use of the rates
in this agreement, require the prior approval of the authorized
representative of the responsible negotiation agency. Failure tc
obtain such approval may result in subsequent audit disallowances.

C. NOTIFICATION TO FEDERAL AGENCIES: Copies of this document may
be provided to other Federal agencies as a means of notifying them
of the agreement contained herein.

D. SPECIAL REMARKS: None.

Esteban Almanza —

(Name)

Deputy Dircctor

(Title)

/ (SignatUre)

__________________________

Jacqueline Smith, Rate Negotiator
Financial Analysi and
Oversight Service Center
U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency
July 24, 20GB

State Water Resources Control Board

(Agency)

Negotiated by: Jacqueline Smith
Telephone: (202) 564—5055

ACCEPTANCE

By the State Ag cy: By the Federal Agency:

August 4, 2008

(Date).
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Nonprofit Organization
Indirect Cost Negotiation Agreement
EIN: 33-0420271

Organization: Date:

Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation Report No(s)
1 LMU Drive, North Hall
Pereira Annex MS:8160
Los Angeles, California 90045

Filing Ref.:
Last Negotiation Areement

dated September 18, 2008

The indirect cost rates contained herein are for use on grants, contracts, and
other agreements with the Federal Government to which 2 CFR 230 (0MB
Circular A-l22) applies, subject to the limitations in Section II.A. of this
agreement. The rates are negotiated by the U.S. Department of the Interior,
National Business Center, and the subject oroanization in accordance with the
authority contained in 2 CFR 230.

Section I: Rates

Effective Period Appi
Type From To Rate* Locations To

Final 07/01/07 06/30/08 11.16% All All Programs

Provisional 07/01/09 06/30/10 11.15% All All Prograrñs

‘Base: Total direct costs, less capital expenditures and the portion of
subawards in excess of $25,000.

Treatment of fringe benefits: Fringe benefits applicable to direct salaries and
wages are treated as direct costs; fringe benefits applicable to indirect
salaries and wages are treated as indirect costs.

Treatment of paid absences: Vacation, holiday, sick leave, and other paid
absences are included in salaries and wages and are claimed on grants, contracts,
and other agreements as part of the normal cost for the salaries and wages.
Separate claims for the costs of these paid absences are not made.

Section II: General Page

A. Limitations: Use of the rates contained in this agreement is subject to any
applicable statutory limitations. Acceptance of the rates agreed to herein is
predicated upon these conditions: (1) no costs other than those incurred by the
subject organization were included in its indirect cost rate proposal, (2) all
such costs are the legal obligations of the grantee/contractor, (3) similar types
of costs have been accorded consistent treatment, and (4) the same costs that
have been treated as indirect costs have not been claimed as direct costs (for
example, supplies can be charged directly to a program or activity as long as
these costs are not part of the supply costs included in the indirect cost pool

http://rates.psc.gov/docs/npw 16410.html 8/11/2009
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for central administration)

B. Audit: All costs (direct and indirect, federal and non-federal) are subject

to audit. Adjustments to amounts resulting from audit of the cost allocation

plan or indirect cost rate proposal upon which the negotiation of this agreement

was based will be compensated for in a subsequent negotiation.
C. Changes: The rates contained in this agreement are based on the
organizational structure and the accounting system in effect at the time the

proposal was submitted. Changes in organizational structure, or changes in the

method of accounting for costs which affect the amount of reimbursement resulting

from use of the rate in this agreement, require the prior approval of the
responsible negotiation agency. Failure to obtain such approval may result in

subsequent audit disallowance.

0. Provisional/Final Rates: Within 6 months after year end, a final rate must

submitted based on actual costs. Billings and charges to contracts and grants
must be adjusted if the final rate varies from the provisional rate. If the

final rate is greater than the provisional rate and there are no funds available

to cover the additional indirect costs, the organization may not recover all

indirect costs. Conversely, if the final rate is less than the provisional rate,

the organization will be required to pay back the difference to the funding

agency.

E. Agency Notification: Copies of this document may be provided to other feder

offices as a means of notifying them of the agreement contained herein.

F. Record Keeping: Organizations must maintain accounting records that

demonstrate that each type of cost has been treated consistently either as a

direct cost or an indirect cost. Records pertaining to the costs of program

administration, such as salaries, travel, and related costs, should be kept on an

annual basis.

G. Reimbursement Ceilings: Grantee/contractor program agreements providing for

ceilings on indirect cost rates or reimbursement amounts are subject to the

ceilings stipulated in the contract or grant agreements. If the ceiling rate is

higher than the negotiated rate in Section I of this agreement, the negotiated

rate will be used to determine the maximum allowable indirect cost.

H. Use of Other Rates: If any federal programs are reimbursing indirect costs

this grantee/contractor by a measure other than the approved rates in this
agreement, the grantee/contractor should credit such costs to the affected

programs, and the approved rate should be used to identify the maximum amount of
indirect cost allocable to these programs.

I. Central Service Costs: Where central service costs are estimated for the
calculation of indirect cost rates, adjustments will be made to reflect the
difference between provisional and final amounts.

J. Other:
1. The purpose of an indirect cost rate is to facilitate the allocation and
billing of indirect costs. Approval of the indirect cost rate does not mean that
an orgar.ization can recover more than the actual costs of a particular program or

act i ‘lit y.

2. Programs received or initiated by the organization subsequent to the
negotiation of this agreement are subject to the approved indirct cost rate if
the programs receive administrative support from the indirect cost pool. It
should be noted that this could result in an adjustment to a future rate.

http://rates.psc.gov/docs/npw 1641 O.html 8/11/2009
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3. This negotiation agreement is entered into under the terms of an Interagency

Agreement between the U.S. Department of the Interior and the U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency. No presumption of federal cognizance over audits or indirect

cost negotiations arises as a result of this Agreement.

4. New indirect cost proposals are necessary to obtain approved indirect cost

rates for future fiscal or calendar years. The proposals are due in our office

6 months prior to the beginning of the year to which the proposed rates will

apply.

Section III: Acceptance

Listed below are the signatures of acceptance for this agreement:

By the Nonprofit Organization: For the Cognizant Federal Government

Agency:

Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Foundation U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Grantee/contractor Cognizant Agency

/5/
Signature Signature

Deborah A. Moberly
Name (Type or Print) Name

Indirect Cost Coordinat
Indirect cost Services

Title Title
U.S. Department of the

National Business center
Date Negotiating Agency

Date
Negotiated by Jacqueli
Telephone (916) 566-711

hup://rates.psc.gov/docs/npw 164! O.html 8/11/2009
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Nonprofit Organization
Indirect Cost Negotiation Agreemer.t
EIN: 33—0420271

Organization: Date:

Santa Monica Say Restoration Foundation Report No(s).:
320 West 4th Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, California 90013

Filing Ref.
Last Negotiation Agreement

dated December 20, 2006

The indirect cost rates contained herein are for use on grants, contracts, and
other agreements with the Federal Government to which 2 CFR 230 COMB
Circular A-122) applies, subject to the limitations in Section II.A. of this
agreement. The rates are negotiated by the U.S. Department of the Interior,
National Business Center, and the subject organization in accordance with the
authority contained in 2 CFR 230.

Section I: Rates

Effective Period Applicable
Type From To Rate* Locations To

Final 07/01/06 06/30/07 11.37% All All Programs

Provisional 07/01/08 06/30/09 11.37% All All Programs

*Base: Total direct costs, less capital expenditures and the portion of
subawards in excess of $25,000.

Treatment of fringe benefits: Frince benefits applicable to direct salaries and
wages are treated as direct costs; fringe benefits applicable to indirect
salaries and wages are treated as indirect costs.

Treatment of paid absences: Vacation, holiday, sick leave, and other paid
absences are included in salaries and wages and are claimed on grants, contracts,
and other agreements as part of the normal cost for the salaries and wages.
Separate claims for the costs of these paid absences are not made.

Section II: General Page

A. Limitations: Use of the rates contained in this agreement is subject to any
applicable statutory limitations, Acceptance of the rates agreed to herein is
predicated upon these conditions: (1) no costs other than those incurred by the
subject organization were included in its indirect cost rate proposal, (2) all
such costs are the legal obligations of the grantee/contractor, (3) similar types
of costs have been accorded consistent treatment, and (4) the same costs that
have been treated as indirect costs have not been claimed as direct costs (for
example, supplies can be charged directly to a program or activity as long as
these costs are not part of the supply costs included in the indirect cost pooi
for central administration)

http://rates.psc.gov/docs/npw 1 6409.html 8/11/2009
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B. Audit: All costs (direct and indirect, federal and non-federal) are subject
to audit. Adjustments to amounts resulting from audit of the cost allocation
plan or indirect cost rate proposal upon which the negotiation of this agreement
was based will be compensated for in a subsequent negotiation.

C. Changes: The rates contained in this agreement are based on the
organizational structure and the accounting system in effect at the time the
proposal was submitted. Changes in organizational structure, or changes in the
method of accounting for costs which affect the amount of reimbursement resulting
from use of the rate in this agreement, require the prior approval of the
responsible negotiation agency. Failure to obtain such approval may result in
subsequent audit disallowance. -

0. Provisional/Final Rates: Within 6 months after year end, a final rate must
submitted based on actual costs. Billings and charges to contracts and grants
must be adjusted if the final rate varies from the provisional rate. If the
final rate is greater than the provisional rate and there are no funds available
to cover the additional indirect costs, the organization may not recover all
indirect costs. Conversely, if the final rate is less than the provisional rate,
the organization will be required to pay back the difference to the funding
agency.

E. Agency Notification: Copies of this document may be provided to other feder
offices as a means of notifying them of the agreement contained herein.

F. Record Keeping: Organizations must maintain accounting records that
demonstrate that each type of cost has been treated consistently either as a
direct cost or an indirect cost. Records pertaining to the costs of program
administration, such as salaries, travel and related costs, should be kept on an
annual basis.

G. Reimbursement Ceilings: Grantee/contractor program agreements providing for
ceilings on indirect cost rates or reimbursement amounts are subject to the

ceilings stipulated in the contract or grant agreements. If the ceiling rate is
higher than the negotiated rate in Section I of this agreement, the negotiated
rate will be used to determine the maximum allowable indirect cost.

H. Use of Other Rates: If any federal programs are reimbursing indirect costs
this grantee/contractor by a measure other than the approved rates in this
agreement, the grantee/contractor should credit such costs to the affected
programs, and the approved rate should be used to identify the maximum amount of
indirect cost allocable to these programs.

I. Central Service Costs: Where central service costs are estimated for the
calculation of indirect cost rates, adjustments will be made to reflect the
difference between provisional and final amounts.

.3. Other:
1. The purpose of an indirect cost rate is to facilitate the allocation and
billing of indirect costs. Approval of the indirect cost rate does not mean that
an organization can recover more than the actual costs of a particular program or
activity.

2. Programs received or initiated by the organization subsequent to the
negotiation of this agreement are subject to the approved indirect cost rate it
the programs receive administrative support from the indirect cost pool. It
should be noted that this could result in an adjustment to a future rate.

http://rates.psc.gov/docs/npw 1 6409.html 8/11/2009
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3. This negotiation agreement is entered into under the terms of an Interagency
Agreement between the U.S. Department of the Interior and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency. No presumption of federal cognizance over audits or indirect
cost negotiations arises as a result of this Agreement.

4. New indirect cost proposals are necessary to obtain approved indirect cost
rates or future fiscal or calendar years. The proocsals are due in our office
6 months prlor to the beairang o: the year to wnich the proposed rates will
apply.

Section III: Acceptance

Listed below are the signatures of acceptance for this agreement:

By the Nonprofit Organization: For the Cognizant Federal Government
Agency:
Santa Monica Bay Restoration

Foundation U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Grantee/Contractor Cognizant Agency

/s/
Signature Signature

Deborah A. Moberly
Name (Type or Print) Name

Indirect Cost Coordinator
Indirect Cost Services

Title Title

U.S. Department of the Interior
National Business Center 7?

Date Negotiating Agency
Date
Negotiated by Mark W. Stout
Telephone (916) 566-7111

http://rates. psc.gov/docs/npw I 6409.hirn) 8/I /2009





EPA Management Training Certs.
\ -‘—y Joe’ Hanson to: Mans Roverso 09114/2009 11:26 AM

Cc: Ephraim Leon-Guerrero, “Shelley LUte’, “Guangyu Wang”

Hi Maria,
Here they are.
Project Manager should continue to be Dr. Guangyu Wang,
gwangwaterboards.ca.gov 213/576-6639 (same address as nine)
Drawn down person should be me (my contact info follows)
-Joel

Joel Hanson
Santa Monica Bay Restoration Commission
Administrative Director
320 N. Fourth Street; Suite 4200
Los Angeles, CA; 90013
(213) 576-6643
(213) 576-6646 FAX
email: jhanson3waterboards .ca.gov
www. santamonicabay.org
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I. INTRODUCTION

In 1989, Congress recognized Santa Monica Bay as a “water body of national
significance” and established the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project (SMBRP) as one

of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s National Estuary Programs (NEPs). In

1995. SMBRP finalized the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Plan (BRP; also known as the
Comprehensive Conservation and Management Plan). which defined the priority

problems facing Santa Monica Bay and the actions necessary to address them. In
September 2002, Governor Gray Davis signed legislation creating the Santa Monica Bay

Restoration Commission (SMBRC) as a new State entity charged with carn’ing forward

the work of SMBRP. SMBRC held its first meeting as a new State entity in October

2003.

Beginning in mid 2007 and over the subsequent IS months, SMBRC staff conducted a
comprehensive update of the original 1995 BRP through an iterative process with active

participation from members of the Governing Board. The results of this process are two

accompanying documents: the I 995 BRP Check-Vp and the 2008 BRP Update.

Approved by the Governing Board on December 18, 2008, the new BRP Update lays out

approaches and strategies that the SMBRC believes are the most effective in making

substantial progress toward Bay restoration over the next ten to twenty years.

Specifically, the updated BRP presents a new set of goals, objectives, and milestones to

address remaining issues and new challenges, which reflect the consensus of all SMBRC

partners with regard to the best strategies and priorities to achieve restoration of the Bay

and its watershed.

The purpose of this work plan is to describe the technical, managerial, and administrative

support and public involvement necessary for SMBRC to continue to advance the
mission of the Santa Monica Bay NEP. Specifically, this work plan outlines the program

objectives, tasks, funding sources, and resource allocations fur the work to he performed

during Federal fiscal year (FY) 2010: October 1,2009— September 30. 2010.

The funding to support activities in this work plan largely includes Federal Clean Water

Act (CWA) Section 320 “base” grant funding for 2009-20 10. the State General Fund, and

the administrative funding provided by the state for State bond grants (e.g.. Proposition

50 and 84 grants) managed by SMBRC. The CWA Section 320 grants require a 50-50

match. During this work plan period, our match requirement will he met using funds

from the State bond grants. the State General Fund and grant funds received from State

and local sources and used to cain out projects associated with BRP implementation.

The Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation (S.\IBRF) will serve as the primar\ fiscal

agent for the Federal funding provided in FY 10. The State Water Resources Control

Board (SWRCB) and the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
LARWQCB) will continue to sen e as fiscal agents fur the State funding anti continue to

provide in—kind administrative support.
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The California State Coastal Conservancy provides support as the fiscal agent/grant
administrator for Proposition 12 bond monies, and the SWRCB is a partner with SMBRC
as the fiscal administrator for Proposition 50 and 84 monies.

Section II of the work plan provides an overview of the activities to be undertaken in
FY10. Section III provides details on the individual tasks and how each advances the
goals of the BRP. Section IV explains how the FY10 work plan tasks will be supported
by core program staff

II. WORK PLAN OVERVIEW

The scope of this work plan is broad. Significant staff effort will continue to be devoted
to the management and oversight of pollution control and habitat restoration projects
through the Proposition 12, 50, and 84 grant programs. In addition, staff will he
responsible tbr developing and implementing long-term water quality improvement and
natural resource protection strategies in the Bay and targeted watersheds; tracking
implementation of the BRP; conducting public education and outreach programs; and
ensuring the fiscal stewardship and program capacity of the Santa Monica Bay NEP.
Many other collaborative BRP implementation efforts will also be conducted, as detailed
in Section Ill.

This work plan includes a mix of ongoing and new activities that support implementation
of the BRP and will contribute to achieving the Ibllowing goals identified in EPA’s
Strategic Plan:

• Goal 2: Clean and Safe Water
• Goal 3: Land Preservation and l{estoration
• Goal 4: Healthy Communities and Ecosystems. and
• Goal 5: Compliance and Environmental Stewardship.

The overarching goals of this work plan are consistent with EPA’s strategic goals:
• To make continued improvements in water quality and the health of the Bay’s

habitats and resources by effectively promoting and managing the implementation
of pollution control, habitat restoration, and ecological assessment projects:

• To work with dischargers and other stakeholders toward collaborative programs
that reduce negative environmental impacts on the Bay and increase compliance
with Clean Water Act regulations;

• To outreach to the public and policy-makers alout the state of Santa Monica Bay,
how they can help improve the ecological health of the Bay, and the activities and
accomplishments of the Santa Monica Bay NEP;

• To monitor and assess the effectiveness of BRP implementation. both in ternis of
management actions and environmental improvements; and

• To improve the institutional mechanisms and program management of the Santa
Monica Bay NEP.

In FY 10, the SMBRC will continue to achieve the above overarching goals through three
primary ways (core frmnctions). These core functions include:

7
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• Facilitation: SMBRC is the oniy group in the diverse and densely-populated
watershed of Santa Monica Bay whose main function is to bring together all
stakeholders in an open and collaborative process wherein the goal is to improve
the health of the Say for all who depend on it, Although many agencies.
industries, and nonprofit groups work on environmental issues in our watershed.
only SMBRC has broad Governing Board representation and multi-level support
(local. State. and Federal) to link these groups together and foster truly integrated
solutions to habitat and pollution problems.

• Implementation: S\’IBRC has expert technical and policy staff who conduct
projects and programs ranging from education (e.g., the Clean Marinas program).
to hands—on management of millions of dollars in grant funds, to designing
wetlands restoration (e.g., the Ballona Science Advisory Panel).

• Program Management: There are significant reporting requirements associated
with the Federal and State monies received and/or distributed by SMBRC. In
addition, we operate a nonprofit Foundation, as well as a Joint Powers Agreement
with Los Angeles County. Both of these entities require bookkeeping and
reporting tasks that fall under Program Management.
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III. TASK DESCRIPTEONS

This section outlines each of the FY10 work plan tasks in detail. Many of the FY10 tasks
are continuations of past efforts. The particular BRP actions that arc linked to each task
are identified, along with the corresponding partner organizations, anticipated
environmental results, and performance measures. Environmcntal results are divided into
Outputs (i.e., an activity or effort and/or associated work products that are produced or
provided over a specific period of time) and Outcomes (i.e., environmental changes or
benefits resulting from such aetivities/ efforts) and refer to results that are expected to be
achieved in FY10. A summary table of the BRP actions is included as Appendix A.

A. Oversee Proposition 12, 50 and 84 bond grants
Core Function = Implementation

Continue to provide oversight of and technical support for pollution
prevention and habitat restoration projects that have been ftrnded through
Prop. 12, Prop. 50, and the new Prop. 84 grant programs. The projects
ftinded through these programs were selected through a rigorous public
process to ensurc they meet the BRP objectives and address the BRP
priorities adopted by the Commission. Adequate oversight of these
projects is essential and entails close coordination with SWRCB staff and
project proponents. preparing grant agrcernents. and regular project
reporting. (See Appendix B for a list of all ongoing Prop. 12 and 50
projects.)

The State budget crisis in 2008 has resulted temporary suspension of all
on-going Prop. 12 and 50 projects and delayed the award of Prop. 84
grants. Although ftmding for existing projects is expected to resume by
the beginning of the 2010 fiscal year, it will take some time and effort to
bring back the stalled projects up to speed, and budgets and schedules for
many affected projects may need to be renegotiated or adjusted.

Proposition 12 Grant Proam

Prop. 12 resulted in $25 million for BRP implementation. SMBRC staff’
currently manages 14 projects totaling approximately $4.3 million.
Additional projects may come on line during FY10, which would increase
our project management burden. Work related to existing and new Prop.
12 projects includes:
• Regular meetings and site visits with grantees to evaluate project

progress.
• Managing grants. reviewing progress reports, and approving invoices.
• Coordination between grantees and the State Coastal Conservancy in

contract planning. execution and completion.
• Preparing proect progress reports.

4
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• Providing technical assistance and troubleshooting, including conflict
resolution when needed.

• Reviewing and approving final project products/deliverables.
• Preparing public summaries of completed projects.
• Working with new project proponents to develop proposals and work

scopes.

Proposition 50 Grant Pro2rarn

Prop. 50 has resulted in 520 million for BRP implementation. SMBRC
staff is responsible for managing II projects totaling approximately SI 3
million. Work related to the existing Prop. 50 projects includes:
• Coordinate between the project proponent and the SWRCB

Contract and Grants Office. Assist in contract development and
execution.

• Monitor and report on project progress through site visits,
meetings. review of progress reports, etc. Review and approve
invoices.

• Provide technical assistance and troubleshooting, including
facilitating conflict resolution when needed.

Proposition 84 Grant Prottram

The passage of Prop. 84 in 2006 resulted in SI S million for BRP
implementation. The ftinds come via the Clean Beaches Task Force ofthe
State Water Resources Control Board and projects must meet the criteria
of the Task Force for improving beach water quality. During FY 2009,
SMBRC worked with potential grantees to develop projects that advance
the goals of the Bay Restoration Plan with the goal of developing of green
infrastructure projects, and projects that meeting regulatory priorities such
as TMDLs. SMBRC also developed and issued a Request for Proposals to
solicit project proposals. coordinated the proposal review by the TAC and
developed a recommended project list. Although the approval of the
project list by the Governing Board and the SWRCB is delayed due to the
State bond funding freeze, the project selection process will be completed
by the beginning pf FY 10.

Linked BRP Oh/c’crii’cs anti Aides/cries: 1./b. 12/i, 2. Ic. 2.1/. 2.Sa. 4.61,.
5.1(1. 5./b, 6.Sa, 6.5l 7.2u. 7,3, 7.3/i 7.5a, 7.5c, E.5d, 7.5/, 7.6c, N. Ia,
N, Ic’, 9.Ia, 9./b, 11./a, 14./cr

Parirrer Orga,zi:crrions: .S’I T ‘R( 8

f:ni’,r’o,iinc’;;tcrl 1? c’.czdr.c: Oiuputs: .\zar,bei’ at prOjccl.c inhlicile/, II?

/fl’agi’e,S’S, 01’ completed.

D
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Liz vbvnnzental Results: Outcomes: I? ethcctio,z in on Ic—day beach closures,
exceedances o/n’ater quality criteria, and pollutant loadings: increase in
acres and/or linear miles a/habitats restored.

Per/bi-mance Measures: Improved beach ltzlter quality grades at Santa
Monica Bay beaches: acres/linear un/cs ofha bitats restored.

B. Facilitate development and implementation of water quahtN
regulations in the Bay watershed

Core Function = Faeilitation/Implementation

One overarching goal of the Bay Restoration Plan is to ensure that
SMBRC activities and projects contribute to the achievement of water
quality standards at all waterbodics in the Bay and watershed. To achieve
this goal, SMBRC staff consults with the Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Board and EPA on Clean Water Act regulatory program
strategies. Bused on these strategies, the SMBRC works with stukeholders
responsible for achieving al locutions of total maximum daily’ loads
(TMDLs. see Appendix C Ibr a list and status ofTMDLs in Santa Monica
Bay watershed) as well as dischargers responsible lbr complying with
\PDES permits. Specific SMBRC contributions include identifying
pollutant sources and prioritizing and implementing cleanup projects. For
example, the SMBRC has awarded millions of dollars in grant funding for

stormwatcr pollution reduction projects to specilieally help local
municipalities meet stomiwater permit requirements and the goals of the
trash, pathogen, and metal TMDLs in our local waterbodies. In the future,
the SMBRC will be placing more emphasis on highlighting how its
projects will contribute to water quality improvements across the Santa
Monica Bay watershed.

During FY 10, the SMBRC will continue to prioritize available hinding to

projects that contribute to meeting TMDLs and stoimwater permit
requirements, In addition, the SMBRC will continue to collaborate with
stakeholders to pilot and showcase green solution/ low impact
development (LID) practices as critical parts of a comprehensive strategy
lbr storrnwater pollution control and TM DL implementation in the region.

The SMBRC will also continue to contribute to TMDL development and

implementation in the Santa Monica Bay watershed through participation

in stakcholder group activities led by the Regional Board with special

focus on TMDLs scheduled within the Ballona Creek watershed. In

6
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addition, the SMBRC will participate in the development of the new LA
County MS4 permit and engage in management of OSWT systems in the
Malibu Civic Center area.

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: I. Ia. 1. lb. 12h, 1k, 1.5b, IRa-c

Partner Organizations: EPA, SJI7?CB. LARIJ’QCB, L.1C-DPJ[ Watershed
cities

Environmental 1?esidrs: Outputs: JMDLs adopted and p/ogress toiivrd
compliance. NLuinber o/’projeers nzitiatc’d, in progress, or completed.

Environmental Results: Outcomes: Rediictioii in ,nile—clai’ beach closures,
exceedances 0/water qua/in’ criteria, cmdpolhaant loadings.

Performance Afeasitres: Improved beach u’ater qualm’ grades at Santa
Monica Bu beaches; decreased pollutant concentrations in 303(d)—listed
uaterhodies.

C. Facilitate comprehensive watershed management stream restoration,
and restoration of priorth’ wetlands
Core Function = Facilitation

C. 1 Participate in the Integrated Reuional Water Management Plan (IRWMP)
for Los Angeles County (State Prop. 50)

The SMBRC is one often elected members of the Leadership Committee
charged with developing an integrated water resource management plan
for the Los Angeles Metropolitan region (which includes the entire Santa
Monica Bay watershed). The development of the IRWMP was completed
at the end of2006. During its implementation phase. the SMBRC will
actively participate in the leadership group and provide technical and
advisory support. Specifically. SMBRC’s role will be to provide expertise
and advocacy for funding and implementation of habitat, open space, and
recreational components of projects included in the IRWMP. Through its
participation. the SMBRC will work with Regional Board staff and others
to identi Cv and incorporate regulatory’ priorities into the selection of
specific projects included in the IRWMP, espcèially projects that lead to
water quality improvement by reducing storm water pollutant loading
regulated by the MS4 permit. specific TMDL implementation plans. etc.

The SMBRC also sits on the Steering Committees for the North Bay and
South Bay sub—regional groups. SMBRC will continue its role on the
Steering Committees to work with other sub—regional groups to define
projects for the sub—regions tor inclusion in the IR\VMP.
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In FY 10, in addition to participating in Committee activities, the SMBRC
will further facilitate the IRWMP as well as the broader watershed
management process by sponsoring and/or supporting technical studies,
policy analysis/assessment, etc. The SMBRC will continue to facilitate
development of a county-wide funding initiative for storm water clean-up
and water quality protection services by hosting. The SMBRC will also
continue Phase II of the Green Solutions project. Built on Phase I, the
Phase II project will develop site-specific concept designs for Green
Solution projects - integrating parks. habitat and’or recreation with water
quality improvements aimed at naturally cleaning polluted runoff— on the
highest priority sites that meet strict hydrologic, land conservation and
community demographic criteria. Phase II will also integrate hydrologic,
land conservation, open space and community demographic data to
analyze. prioritize and rank over 400 school and vacant public lands
throughout the Santa Monica Bay Watershed for their suitability for Green
Solutions Projects. Similar analysis on the feasibility of implementing
Green Solution projects on private parcels will also be explored during
Phase II study. The SMBRC will partner with other state and local
agencies to oversee implementation of the Phase II study and present the
findings at a minimum of two major meetings/conferences.

In addition, thc SM BRC will initiate studies addressing impacts ofclimate
changes on the Bay watershed, starting with the impacts on wetlands and
coastal erosion.

Linked 131W Objectives and Milestones: 4.5a, 4.51), 12./a, /2.2a, 11.3a,
13.3a-c, 14.1(1-c, 14.3a, 14.3h

Partner Organizations: Lii (‘ou,tv, mmiv Lii Count mmucipahties (hid

councils o/goi’eninient, Watershed Conservation Ant horitv, nonprofit
eni’ironniental groups. Resource Conservation Districts, Metropolitan

hater District, LA Dept. of Water and Pou’cr, West and (‘en/rn? Basin
Municipal Water Districts, Suit Gabriel VaIIei’ Watcri;iasten,

Environmental Results: Outputs: LA (‘ounn—iilde II? lIMP.

Lnvuvnmental Results: Ozaconies: Decreased dependence on mipoi’tecl

hater: increased in/I/nation of sloi’niiiatei; decreased pa/h ned nunofito
the Bat; increased tquit tile hitibitit and open .vpace.

Performance Measures: To he determined u.s the IR II ‘AlP pi’ogi’e.sses; 0/it’

ineusitre ivu/cl he the ,iunthci of SAIBRC—reconmiended piolects that are
included in i/ic final 1k!! ‘A/P.

S
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C.2. Facilitate restoration of priority wetlands

Sal/cnn IVet lands:
Restoration of Ballona Wetlands has been a top priority of the SMBRC for
many years. Significant progress has been made in the last few years, most
notably through the acquisition of Ballona Wetlands by the State.

The Ballona Wetlands restoration planning is at a critical stage of a multi-
year process and major challenges remain. SMBRC works closely with the
lead agency, the State Coastal Conservancy, to facilitate an inclusive.
participatory process involving many stakeholders. The State Coastal
Conservancy’ funds a Ballona Wetlands Restoration 1_ocal Program
Manager who is super ised and supported administratively by SMBRC. In
addition, several SMBRC stuff participate in the Agency Advisory
Committee, Science Advisory Committee, and stakeholder meetings.

In FY 10. the SMBRC will work with the Coastal Conservancy to initiate
the baseline assessnient and CEQA process for Ballona Wetlands
restoration planning.

,tlabbu Lagoon:
Restoration of Malibu Lagoon is a high priority for the SMBRC. After
years of planning. restoration of Malibu Lagoon is now undenvav. largely
due to the SMBRC’s allocation of Prop. 50 ftinding and the leadership of
the State Coastal Conservancy and local environmental groups. The
restoration effort is led by the State Coastal Conservancy and facilitated
by SMBRC’s active management of the Prop. 50 grant and participation in
the Restoration Oversight Committee and Technical Panel.

lopanga 1_agoon:

SMBRC has funded the development ofa restoration plan for Lower
Topanga Creek and Topanga Lagoon using Prop. 12 funding. In PY 09,
SMBRC again contributed Prop. 12 funding for implementing Phase I of
the Topanga Lagoon restoration project (berm removal). In FY 10,
SMBRC wi]l continue to work with the lead agencies (California Dept. of
Parks and Recreation and Resource Conservation District of the Santa
Monica Mountains) and community stakeholders to obtain ftinding and
carry out next phases of lagoon restoration.

[hiked 111W Objectives and .ltilesrones: 7./ce, 7./h, 7Th, 7,6cc—c

Partner O,ganftaiions: 5rate Coastal Coii.ce,,inicv, State /)ept. of PaiLs’
and Rcc’,’eano,i, Resotoce C o;ise;’vation 1),sn’ict of the Scuita Monica

.lloioitcinis, LA (oozier, nonprofit groups, loccul ic’.vulc’ntv, and Of/it’!

stake/uo/clers

9
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Environmental Results: Outputs: hnplementable action plans;
presentations.

Liz ironmental Results: Outcomes: Acres a/net/and habitat restored;
inipioied passage for endangei-ed southern s/ce/head trout: improvement

in ecosystem fume/ions and connecrii’iti’ hi major coastal itetla;zd
complexes.

Pertonnance Measures: Attendance records; meeting inmates; evaluation
a/local Ba/lona eoorcflnato;-function by other stakeho/der agencies; acres
or linear miles ofhabitat protected or restored; steelh cad barriers
removed.

C3. Santa Monica Bay Stream Restoration Program

Ripadan habitat restoration is addressed by several objectives in the newly
undated BRP. With few streams remaining in natural corridors,
naturalizing flood control channels and daylighting culverted streams arc
high priorities. SMBRC recognizes the difficulties faced by local
jurisdictions and. thereibre, created a Stream Restoration Program to set
standards and provide guidance for stream restoration projects throughout
the Santa Monica Bay watershed. Building upon the progress so far,
targeted activities this fiscal year will include:

• Facilitate adoption of a stream protection ordinance by the City
of Los Angeles and other municipalities.

• Conduct historical ecology and water budget studies for
Ballona Creek watershed (Prop. 12 projects).

• Expand the Stone Creek restoration
• Build support fbr implementation of the Ballona Creek

Greenway Plan
• Identify priority stream restoration sites and seek funding for

restoration projects.
• Continue to encourage inclusion of stream restoration projects

in water resources management plans for our region (e.g..
I R W M P).

• Continue to review and recommend best management practices
to improve water quality in ways that support stream
restoration.

• Continue to educate departments of local municipalities that
are responsible fbr stream channel maintenance so they can
alter maintenance activities where necessary to preserve and
restore natural stream features.

Linked BR? Objectives and Milestones: 4. Icr, 7.Ja. 7.4h, 7.5a-[

10
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Partner Oreanizations: To be deternthred

Environmental Results: Outputs: Updated stream maps/or regudatoti’ and
planning u/Yes: report on reeonuniended best tnanagement practices/or
water quality improvement; stream restoration poltci’ at/opted by SAIBRO
Goi’eu’;uizg Board: hidiologie models [or streams or portions of s/reams 117

out!’ sub itnteis/ueds.

Environmental Results: Ouutconues: fncreased local protection of s!,eams:
greater aiiareness a;iiong loccul agencies v/best maurage;ue,ut pIactices
f/tat support sti-eani rcsto;a/ion; unproved restoration of npalinn anti
tiqinutic habitat cu/cl biochveisiti: unproved iiater qua/rn; increased
,eeieatwia/ atucl ethtciitionct/ opportunities iii conui;uutnities uah
iiatutrtu/tzed streams.

Pci-fm-nuance Measures: L’pdatec/ map ofstreams; rn/opted stream

restora non policy; hydrologic models developed: munher o/ stirain

restoratioli projects p/turned 01’ underit vu.

C.4. Facilitate and coordinate watershed management and habitat restoration in
the Ballona Creek watershed

SMBRC has spearheaded comprehensive watershed management in
Ballona Creek watershed, the Bay’s largest subwatershed. Between 2005
and 2007, SMBRC applied for and obtained funding from the State
Department of Conservation for a three-year watershed coordinator
position. In FY 10, SMBRC will apply for funding again when the
Department olConservation starts the application process for a new round
of watershed coordinator grant funding. If the position is funded again, we
will resume facilitation and coordination of Ballona Creek watershed
management and restoration by supporting implementation of the
Greenway Plan, broader outreach, and the work of the Ballona Creek
Watershed Task Force.

SMBRC is also the local sponsor of a U.S. Ann Coqis of Engineers
(L:SACE) feasibility studs’ that will expand on the work of the State
Coastal Consen ancy’s Ballona Wetlands restoration to increase
eonnecti itv between the wetland complex and associated lagoons and the
Ballona estuary and channel. This project considers modifications to the
Ballona. Centinela. and Sepul ecla channels while maintaining flood
protections. The S\IBRC will continue to work with Congressional
representatives as well us other stakeholders within the watershed to
secure more fl2deral funding and local match tbr completion of this
project. Once federal and local funding are made available, the S\IBRC
will continue to contribute to this project through coordinating technical as

II
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well as general input from the SMBRC itself as well as other local
stakehoiders

Linked BRP Objectives and Milestones: 4. 6a, 4.6h,5.2a, 5.2h, 7.5a-f

Partner Organizations: Departnwnt of Conservation, Mountains
Restoration mid Consenation Authority. City ofLos Angeles, LA Coiuitv,
Ballona Creek Renaissance. US.A,-iny Corps of Engineers, State Coastal
(onserlancv, Cliv o/ios Angeles. LA Cowity, Afoiaitauis Recreation
Conservation Authority, Baldwin Hills Conservancy

Enviroinnental Results: Outputs: Iargetedpmposals from stcikeholders
for projects addressing BRP goals in the Ballona (‘reek imershed.
USA CE fàasibilitv study report.

Environmental Results: Outcomes: Increased awareness oJ watershed
issues; improved coordination of ii’atershed restoration and pollution
rethictioii projects; implementation of Ballo,za Watershed Managenent
Plan. hnpioi’enient in ecosystem functions and connectivity along seven
nules ofBallona, Ccntinela, and Sepidieda Creeks and throughout the
wetland complex.

Pci jonnamict’ Measures: Attendance lists: nieethig minutes; number of
Ballona—i-ehued fiaiding requests made and received by SMBRC;/hnds

ata,ded to thullomue projects athveated hi S;IIBRC or the Ballona Creek
Task Force; Bcdlona JI’atershed Management Plan tasks uiutwted or
completed; survey of siakeholders on ouu,’faeduation c//oils.

P. Encrease funding and/or develop new financing mechanisms for BRP
implementation
Core Function = Program Management

The SMBRC has been extraordinarily successful in securing fttnding for
implementing the BRP (e.g., 563 million allocated through Prop. 12, 50,
and 84 bond funds since 2000). However, available resources are still far
from meeting the financial needs of full BRP implementation. Sustaining a
stable source of funding to ensure continued progress in BRP
implementation remains a challenge. Different sources are also required to
maintain and build capacity within the SMBRC and to manage and
operate programs that are not eligible for bond funds.

In FY06, the Commission wrote a Strategic Financial Management Plan
that was adopted by the Governing Board. This plan will he reviewed and
updated in EN’ 10. Consistent with the strategic plan. SMBRC stah’s
efforis tinder this task in FY10 will focus on:

12
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• Researching new sources of grant funding, obtaining new grants to
support accomplishment of BRP objectives and milestones.

• Raising finding from private and other sources for the newly
established Center for Santa Monica Bay Studies

• Continuing to work with congressional delegates to solidify
support for the federal NEP funding.

Linked BRE Objectives and Milestones: .1/I

Partner Organizations: SI VRCB, Stale legislators, other foundations

Environn,e,zral J?esults: Outputs: ATc’ii sources a/financial support Jo;
131W implementation.

Environmental Results: Outc’wnes: Increase iii the rate at ithiel; the
health of Santa Monica Bay is imp;u vilig.

Performance l!easures: Amount of nenuzding requested mu/n, secured,
especialli from new sources.

E. Assess Potential for Marine Protected Area(s) in Santa Monica Bay
Core Function = Implementation

Recognizing the urgent need for implementing marine resource protection
measures in Siinta Monica Bay. the Governing Board has made the
development of marine protected areas (MPAs) in Santa Monica Bay a
priority since 2006. The State MLPA Initiative, a public-private
partnership led by the State Department of Fish and Game, initiated the
MPA planning process in Southern California in June 2008.

To jumpstart the MPA process in Santa Monica Bay. as a model for the
rest of southern California. SMBRC convened a panel of experts in marine
habitats and resources. including some with experience in NIP?.
development, to form an MPA-Technical Advisory Committee, or MTAC.
The primary role of the MTAC is to provide the scientific knowledge and
judgment necessary to assist the SMBRC in dveloping and implementing
a strategy ft’r establishing MPAs in Santa Monica Bay and provide
technical oversight on other tasks related to this project (see helms ).

Since its development, the MTAC has compiled existing data and initiated
several studies to provide new data within the Santa Monica Ba . Ihe
SMBRC has also obtained funding from the State Ocean Protection
Council to support data compilation and gap analysis cf’lbrts in Santa
Monica Bay. In Fl 09. the MTAC completed most of the project fundcd
by the Ocean Protection Council to analyze gaps in data. The existing

I,
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data they compiled has been used by the State MLPA [nitiative. SMBRC
was appointed to the south coast regional stakeholder group (SCRSG) and
to the Statewide Interest Group (SIG) of the MLPA process.

During FY 10, the MTAC will be reconstituted as the Marine Resources

Technical Advisory Committee. They will continue to advise SMBRC on
issues relating to marine resources and will begin to discuss MPA
monitoring and evaluation. SMBRC will continue to coordinate the
MTAC and oversee ongoing and new technical studies.

Through its membership on the SCRSG and 51G. in FY 10 the SMBRC
will continue to participate directly and actively facilitate participation of
Bay stakeholders in the State MLPA planning process. The SMBRC will
also stay engaged throughout the regulatory process, in development of

monitoring plans for established MPAs. and in development of
enforcement/outreach/education plans. Building on relationships with
DFG. NOAA. and fishermen, the SMBRC will also begin exploring the
need and mechanism for additional fishery protection measures in Santa
Monica hay

Linked BR? Objectives and Milestones: 4. 2a-d, 4. 3a-d

Paitne, Organizations: Califbniia Department of Fish mid Game, Ocean
Plotcctmn ( ‘otincil, Semite Coastal € ‘o,isen’ancy, I/cc II the Bar. Smut/a

Moutica Bcikeepe;. others

En1’ironniental Results: Outputs: Report on potential locations for marine
protected area(s) in Santa Monica Bar; recommendations/or establishing
marine protected area(s, hi Santa Monica Bai’. MPA monitoring and
education/outreach plans in Santa Monica Bay.

Eni’iron,nenta/ I? esults: Outcomes: I’oteuitial to more fonvard with
establishing a protected area which non/cl /ead to increased biomass and
chi’e,sitv of mnuremjc li/? hi the Bav.Additiouial indicator data available/in’

monitoring conditions in Santa Monica Bar

Perförniance Afeasures: Records ofattendance and participation oft/ic

MLP.l stakcholder process. Records of siakeholder outreach efforts and
copies of outucach materials. I)oc,unents demonstrating the inclusiveness

of habitat ripe and area? extent pliececi under marine protected area(s) in

San/cu £110/lieu Bar. ,lmnount of fimcling mmd other resources secured for

enforcement mid nionitoring of establi.checl ,lWJs.

‘4
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F. Inter-agency coordination and involvement
Core Function = Facilitation

Effective implementation of the BRP, especially new policies and program
initiatives included in the 2008 BRP Update. relies on close inter-agency
coordination and collaboration. Many inter-agency task Forces and
committees are active in the Bay watershed, addressing issues pertinent to
Bay water quality and habitat restoration. Coordination with and
participation in the activities of these task Forces and committees are
important mechanisms for increasing stakeholder invo’vement in BRP
implementation. Man of these task forces and committees are focused on
projects directly related to the implementation of BRP actions (e.g. State
Aquatic Species Task Force. State Clean Beach Task Force. Southern
California Beach Water Quality Work Group, Jurisdictional Group 5&6.
Southern California Beach Management Work Group. Green LA Urban
Ecosystem Strategic Planning Committee. TAC Marine Habitat and
Resources Subcommittee). SMBRC stuff participates in and contributes
technical support to these groups. New task forces and committees that
warrant SMBRC involvement may emerge in FY10 in order to address
other important issues (e.g.. coordinated management strategy for invasive
species control, development of county-wide funding initiative for storm
water clean-up and water quality protection services).

Linked BR)’ Ob/ectii’es and All/es/ones: I. 60, /,óh, din—cl, 6./a, 6.2a,
6.2/ 6.3a, 6.3h. 6.4cr, 82a—d. /1. la-d, I1.a—d

Partner Organizations: LI Cowiii’ Flood Control District, (‘fir of Los
;liigc’les, SJt’RCB, L1RJJ’QCB. DIG, Li! K’. enl’ironnlcnta/ groups, and
inani’ others

En i ironmen to! Results: Outputs: Jcpiurk’ 1,21 ‘as/ic’ Speck’s lIaiictgci;ic’iii
Plan, sianda,’cl beach nlonilo?’ing protocol. beach best numaemcn2
practice manual, c/c.

L,ivironn,ental Resufis: On/conies: hnpi’oi rd c’ooi’dniauon amoiig

stakeho/cIci’37 miproi’cdphuitnoig el/arts: greater stctkclioldci’ iiiiyli’c’nieiit
in BR)’ inip/ementation and cvn’rc’sponch ig increase in cunohint of
lei’c’ragc’c/ re,voiu’cc’s,’ rc’sohttion of issues iihic’h into be impeding ill?)’
ti;ip/ementatio;z; inzpi’oi’c’d tc’c/inicd stcmdarc/s in projects inip/c’nieitteJ

Pc’r/oi’n;a;zce A least uirs: Nitinbe,’ of action items gent crated inip/eni en/cc!

hr inter—agenci gro lips: number ofnen entities b,’oiuht ilito the/old,’
fcedbac’/cfi’o,n othc’r i’egcu’dnig otu’ coordunitum ciincl the ia/ut’ 0/our
contiibi itt 0115.

‘5
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C. Implement the Comprehensive Bay Monitoring Program
Core Function = Implementation

The Santa Monica Bay Comprehensive Bay Monitoring Prouram (CMP)

completed in 2007 represents the SMBRC’s plan for implementing
coordinated monitoring to provide a regional, long-term picture of the

status of the various ecosystems in Santa Monica Bay. It builds on the

long history of monitoring of the marine environment in Santa Monica

Bay and culminates eflhrts that began in the mid- I 900’s with the

identification of key management questions and monitoring prioritws.

The CMP specifies detailed monitoring designs for broad ecosystem

components, each of which coordinates both existing and new monitoring

and explicitly links indicator selection, sampling design, and intended data

products that focus on scientific and management questions. In addition,

the CMP includes an implementation plan that suggests how each design

element of the Program could be funded through a combination of

cooperative agreements, offsets to current compliance monitoring

programs, and thc pursuit of grant Funding from a range of sources.

In FY 10, SMBRC will continue to facilitate implementation of the CMP.

Stutiwill continue to work closely with the LARWQCB and permittees to

incorporate elements of [he comprehensive monitoring program into

individual and general NPDES permits. Staff will also coordinate with the

State MPA Monitoring Enterprise and participate in development of MPA

monitoring program to ensure its integration with the Bay CMP. In

addition, the SMBRC will continue participating in the data analysis and

integration phase ofthc Bight’ OS. a Southern Calitbrnia Bight—wide

regional survey coordinated by the Southern California Coastal Water

Research Project (SCCWRP). which fulfills many key recommendation of

the Bay Comprehensive Monitoring Program.

Linked /31W Objectives and Milestones: 4. 7a, 4. 7b, 8.2e, 10. Ia, 9.4, l0.2a,

Ift3a, /03,5, 112b

Partner Orgaiu:ations: [.41? IVQCB, SCC’ WRP, State MTh 3!onitoruig

Enterprise

Environmental Results: Outputs: Eni’i,’oii,iieiztal thita geiieratedf;’oni

uiiplei;ieiitanoii of the monitoring program.

Eni’irominienta/ Results: Ouleonic’s: Beuc’i more coniprehensiie

assccsmnemil o/ environmental conditions and 1/ic’ progress being made,

which, iii turn, ui/I lie/p position SMBI?C for gi’eatei’ suCcess in 1/it’ future.

16
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Perfbrmanee Measures: Adoption of implementation reeo,nnze,,datio,z

actions by the Governing Bow-d and L4R WQCB; progress made in /hllv
unpienientuig the program.

H. Continue BRP implementation tracking, assessment and reporting

Core Function = Program Management

S\IBRC staff will update and improve the existing BRP trucking system
in order to effectively track the proress toward achieving objectives and
milestones laid out in the 200X BRP Lpdate. Based on inforniation
provided by the tracking system as well as other programmatic tracking
mechanisms, SMBRC will provide periodic reports on Bay restoration
progress to the Governing Board, EPA, and stakeholders. Specifically.
staff will update the databases semi-annually and generate reports to
summarize progress on projects that are key to BRP implementation.
Progress will also be summarized and highlighted in the SMBRC’s annual
program report.

With respect to annual GPRA reporting, each NEP program is required to
report on four different progress components: the number of priority
actions initiated and completed, acres or linear miles of habitat protected
and restored, environmental indicators in use, and leveraged resources.
SMBRC staff will compile the inibmiation and prepare and submit the
GPRA report by September 1, 2010 for the reporting period October I.
2009— September 30. 2010. Geographic reference infonnation for habitat
restoration actions will be provided.

An important function and responsibility ofSMBRC. and a specific goal
of the Federal NEP, is to report to the general ptihlic on the environmental
condition of the Bay and its watershed. One important Ibmi of reporting
fbr this purpose is a comprehensive “State of the Bay” report. In FY 09,
the SMBRC began developing the ‘State of the Bay” report scheduled fbr
publication in 2010. Working closely with the SMBRC’s Technical
Advisory Committee. staff has updated the list of environmental indicators,
developed themes and storylines. and compiled and analyzed monitoring
data for presentation and discussion in the report. In FY ID. the SMBRC
will complete and publish the State of the Bay Report. In conjunction with
the report’s publication, the SMBRC will hold a State of the Bay
Conference to pwsm and discuss findings from the report.

In addition to the comprehensive State of the Bay report. the SM BRE’ will
produce an annual journal containing articles that inlinm our stakcholdcrs
and others of the science and policy advances that are being made in

I?
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restoration of the Bay, and that provide analysis and opinion on our
progress in Bay restoration.

Linked BRP Ob/ectives and Milestones: .4/i

Partner O,’gaiuizations: Jill BRP Implementation lewis and partners
identified iii the 200$ BRP &‘‘,date

Envbvnmental Results: Output: SuiFt’ of/lw Bat’ Report, Semi—annual
progress c’eports. GPRA repo;’t, online the/abase of Bar infoi’,;catio,i.

Eizvironnzental Reset/is: Outcomes: Belie,’ informed deeisw,c—,nake,’s cited
other stakeholders who wi/i he in a hette,’ position to act.Aiso, more
an’areness oft/ce Satita Monica Bay NE!’ ‘s acconzphshuieents at the
national level; maintain o’ increase the Santa Monica Bavi\TP ‘s/lending

level. Belle,- informed decision—makers aucci other stakehoiders who null be
in a better position to act.

Perfbrmanee Measures: Extent of progress on incth’ithca/ projects, as
re/lecteci in lice semi—annual tracking reports; progress on other BRP

actions as reflected in quart e,’lv and annual GPRA reports. A/so, Thecihack

puoi’ided hr EP.-I ‘5 implementation mci/cit tea,;?; SMBRC successes

highlighted iii i-epa/is vi’ nt/ic’i’ pith/ications used to market the National

Estuan Pt’oguaun.Ncunher of hits on on//icc’ database; samphng of’
stakehohlers to tletermine level of ahiEi’euucss.

Implement the Bay Commission Outreach Strategy
Core Function = Program Management

The communications and outreach strategy developed in FY06 is intended
to improve and enhance outreach efforts regarding the Commission’s

mission, roles, activities and achievements. In FY 10, staff will continue to
implement the existing communications strategy including regular
publication of the electronic newsletter, the Bay’ journal, and the
SMBRC’s annual report. The SMBRC will also make effort to improve
the SMBRC’s website to make it more resourceful and user-friendly.

Linked Bl?P Objectives and Mi/es/ones: .1/i, especially 2.5d, 2. 6t, 2. óh

Pa,’tm,er Om’gtnci:citiouis: V.l

L’m,i’c,’onncc’muiai Results: On/puts: eVen utnu’eaeh piebliecmuomus crud other

111(1 tt’nals. ii ccli ulin,g the ice ii ‘ 1131? ( ‘ joen’ueal.
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Environmental Results: Outcomes. Greater awareness o/’SMBRC c
activities and resources (technical, financial, and othent’ise,) ui/I lead to
greater involvement by stakeholders in implementing the environmental
improvements mandated the BRP.

Performance Measures: Increase in the degree to which target audiences
have an undc’is’tanduzg a/and are involved in SA’IBRC BRP
unplementation e/ihrts.

J. Oversee the Public Involvement and Education Mini-grants Program

Core Function = Implementation

The Public Involvement and Education (PIE) mini-grants program is one
of SMBRC’s most popular programs. In FY09, the Commission initiated
a new round of PIE program using newly received funding from the
LARWQCB’s Supplemental Environmental Projects (SEP) program.
Through a competitive process, the Commission selected six project
proposals for funding. In FY 10, staff will oversee the progress and
completion of these new PIE projects

Linked BRP Ob/ectives and Milestones: 2, 7a

Partner Oreanizations: DIR 110CR

Environmental Results: Outputs: Niunher of PIE projects rni’arded, in
progress, or completed; total amount o/’PIE grant /1 aiding.

Environmental Results: Outcomes: Greater awareness oft/ic’ Bay issues
and resources nil! lead to greater i n’oh’ement hj’ stakeholders ill

bnplementing all the em ‘irotiniental improvements niaizdatecl in our BRP.

Perfbrmunce Measures.’ feedback pro i’ided by PIE recipients; when
applicable, pre— and pos/—sun’ens’ to determine change in public
knowledge and behaviors.

K. Participate the Palos Verdes Shelf Institutional Controls Program
Core Program = Facilitation/Implementation

SMBRC will continue to support and participate in EPA’s PV Shelf
Superfund Site Institutional Control Program. especially the activities of
the Fish Contamination Education Collaborative. SMBRC will also
continue to participate in EPA’s contaminated sediment cleanup eftbrts for
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the Palos Verdes Shelf and continue to monitor and participate in other
restoration activities overseen by the Montrose Settlement Restoration
Program.

Specifically in FN’ 10, the SMBRC wiN focus on assisting EPA and
OEIIAA in disseminating the new fish consumption advisory scheduled

for public release in May 2009, implementing the preferred remedial
alternative scheduled for finalization and public release in late 2009, and

implementing new restoration projects tinder the MSR P.

Linked BR? Objectives and Milestones: /1.4(1, 1 1.4h, 1 1.5a—f 1 1.óa, II. 6b

Partner Organizations: El3I Region 9 Siiperfttiid Program, State 0//ice of

Ein’irrnunental Health ffa:ards Assessment, Stare Department off-lea/i/i

Services, Alontrose Settlement Restoration Program, comm un/tv—based

mionpro/its and oilier stakeholders

Environmental Results: Outputs: New strategic plan/br the ECEC;
development amid thstmibiuion ofnew risk communication/outreach

materials.

Environmental I? exults: Outcomes: Mote people reached with ECEC

messages and nicm-eascdpubhc understanding 0//is/i contanhi,uition issues

in sotithermi ( alonna; iniproi’ed health of people eansiuning fish fl-am
Samitti A lou/cu Bar and other nearbi’ coastal svters.

Pem-Ibrmance Measures: Number ofpeople in tat-get populations who are

kmiosledgeable about fish contamination issues and muutmiber tiho hai’e

modified their behavior as a result.

L Continue overseeing the Boater Education and Outreach Program

Core Function = Implementation

The Boater Education and Outreach Program provides outreach to the

southern California boating community regarding the prevention of

recreational boat discharges of sewage. bilge water, and used oil. Speci tic

components of the program include the bilge pad exchange program. used

oil container recycling program, and an educational outreach campaign.

The program is funded primarily through grants to SMBRF from the

California Integrated Waste Management Board. the California

Department of Boating and Waterways, and private sources.

SMBRC staff will continue to provide oversight of the program by

supervising and offering administrative support to the contracted staff who

will he implementing the program on a day—to—day basis. Staff sri)! also
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explore opportunities and mechanisms for expanding the program to
address other nonpoint sources including marine debris, invasive species,
etc.

Linked BRP Ob/ectives and Milestones: 2. 4a-d

Partner Organizations: CA Integrated Waste Management Board, C’)
Department of floating and 1Fiteni’ai’s, California Clean Boating
Neiitvrk partners, various private marina opci-ators, others

.Inticipatcd Environmental Results: Outputs: Clean Boater Network
,icu’slette,s’ and tidchooks; Boater ‘s Guide; of/icr educational materials.

Anticipated Environmental Results: Outcomes: Prevention of hundreds of’
gallons of’used oil that 1101(14 hai’c been discharged to our n’aterhodies;
technical assistance provided through fOcilitation oft/ic CalifOrnia Clean
Boating Network, fOrmation of’Clean Marina Programs, and participation
in YMDL workgroups.

PerfOrmance Measures: Direct mcasiuements of’gallons ofoil or other
household hazardous u’astes redirected from the environment and
recycled; indirect i;ieasitremeiits ofnunthers of’individuals reached
through social marketing techniques (e.g., number of individuals
ozareached cit Doc/nvalker train ings atici events, boat shows, and oilier
boating—related events) (i/id through neii’sleuers (Hid other education and
outreach avenues; indirect results also measured hi’ the number of

policies or similar documents to which boater program surf/contributed
technical assistance.

NI. Conduct general Governing Board support organizational
management and reporting activities
Core Function = Overall Program Management

SMBRC will provide logistical and other staff support for meetings of the
Governing Board/Bay Watershed Council, the Executive Committee, and
the Technical Advisory Committee, as well as the SMBRA and SMBRF
Boards of Directors. These groups meet regularly (usually hi—monthly)
and. from time to time, hold special meetings as well. Specific tasks
include preparation of meeting notices, agendas, staff reports. minutes.
and resolutions. Over the course of the year, subcommittees may he
formed to address specific program issues: this will also require staff
support.

SMBRC staff will conduct general management and reporting activities
following the procedures and protocols that ha e been established for
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ensuring the SMBRC’s fiscal stewardship and program functions. Tasks
include:

• Retain professional bookkeeping services for payroll, invoicing,
tax filing, and other fiscal operations.

• Develop and implement the annual work plan and budget, in
accordanec with a systematic work plan and budget development
process and master calendar.

• Prepare, oversee, and track the progress of EPA grants and
contracts associated with our work plan.

• Process grant submittals requesting funding from SMBRC funding
sources.

• Prepare audits. insurance reviews, updates, etc.
• Conduct personnel management, including recruitment,

perlhnnancc assessments, training and professional development.

• Prepare and submit quarterly progress reports and financial status
reports.

• Prepare and submit annual progress report and/or end-of-year
report, and participate in end-of-year evaluation meeting with
EPA.

• Provide support for general ollice Functions, including maintaining
mailing lists, photocopying. mailing, fielding public inquiries, and
ordering supplies.

SMBRC is committed to implement “green” measures to the Fullest extent
possible during all grant activities. The SMBRC has already incorporated

applicable “green” requirements into its organizational operating,
contracting. and procurement policies and procedures. These policies and

procedures will be reviewed in accordance with EPA grant “greening”
requirements and updated if necessary.

With respect to participation in nationwide NEP activities, SMBRC staff

will continue to attend two annual meetings each year and may also he
involved in planning the meeting activities and/or lead technical
workshops during the meetings. In addition, staff will attend regional
workshops and special NEP-related training workshops when feasible.

Staff may identify opportunities to make presentations at conferences and
workshops in order to provide educational and technical assistance and
share “lessons learned” with other NEPs and watershed-based
organizations throughout the nation.

Linked BR!’ Ob/ectii’es and Milestones: .111

Partner Oi’a,zizations: Other NEPs

L,n’u’onmenral Results: Outputs: Ouarterh pro ‘ress reports: fuzaneud
status reports; ainutal progress report. Meeting /10/ices; agendas; s/ct/f -
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;-eports; minutes; and resolutions. Presentations; reports on attendance at

national meetings, train uzgs, workshops. etc.

Environmental Results: On/conies: Progi’anzfimctioning (e.g., a/i
reporting i-equirements are iiiet and on time); progi’ani fiscal
responsththtv (e.g., annual reporting and tax filing, con/b, ?ancc to
Board—approved internal controls. etc.). Smooth/i’ Jun crioning meetings
planned with proper public notice; high level of participation hi members
and the public: and transparent and streamlined decision—n:akhig
processes.

I’erlornza,ice .Veasures: feedback provided by EP.-i Regional and
headqzrai’rers staff, linanetal review or uiuhr finduigs. level of
participation in meetings, feedback fry/u others regarding our
participation in meetings. particular!i the value ofour conu’iburions;
feedback on presentations made
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B. Staff Functions and Responsibilities

The following describes the general duties and tasks assigned to each existing SMBRC
staff member. As in other small organizations, each staff member has the lead in
carrying out certain tasks, while assisting other (lead) staff in carrying out other tusks.

Executive Director (Shelley Luec)
• Oversee the development and implementation of the organization’s annual work

plan and budget.
• Oversee the establishment and implementation of the SMBRC policies and

procedures.
• Interact with the Governing Board (GB) and Executive Committee (EC).

Develop GB and EC meeting agendas.
• Represent stafTat GB and EQ meetings.
• Represent the SMBRC on policy boards and committees and at public hearings

and events.
• Oversee development and facilitate adoption of SMBRC policies or position

statements on relevant issues.
• Communicate complex technical and policy issues to stakeholders and the

general public.
• Assign, delegate, and manage work load among staff and supervise daily work

activities. Provide policy and technical guidance to stall

• Evaluate staff pertbrmance.

Deputy Director/Stall Scientist (Guanvu Want)
• Assist the Executive Director with all of the above listed ftinctions. especially in

developing the annual work plan and budget, and developing and executing
SMBRC policies and procedures.

• Represent SMBRC on technical or policy advisory panels and committees.

• Oversee program activities related to scientific and technical studies, as well as
monitor, assess, and report on the Bay’s environmental conditions.

• Organize and lead the activities of the Technical Advisory Committee.

• Research the applicability of new scientific findings and new technologies to
Bay restoration activities.

• Oversee implementation of the QAPP in the daily activities of the organi..ation

and conduct annual reviews and updates of the QAPP.
• Provide expert advice on policies and regulations.
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Director of Governmental Affairs (Scott Valor. 1/2 time)
• Oversee program activities related to government relations and outreach.
• Direct and coordinate government outreach, including attending and/or

facilitating meetings, workshops. presentations, etc.
• Provide legislative analysis and opinions, and advise the GB/EQ and the director

in addressing governmental policy issues.
• Serve as liaison between SMBRC and the State legislature, as well as other

elected representatives at the Federal. State, and local levels.
• Represent SMBRC on various policy boards and committees.

Environmental Scientist (Jack Topel)
• Develop and maintain the Coimnissioifs GIS system and provide technical

support to SMBRC programs.
• Responsible for grant oversight and management for state bond—funded projects.
• Liaise with SWRCB grant and contract personnel on state bond—funded projects
• Represent SMBRC on various watershed stakeholder groups.
• Present results of SMBRC projects at conferences, workshops. meetings. etc.
• Produce maps 11w the SMBRC, stalL and public regarding inihnnarion on Bay

watershed issues.
• Compile data and perform environmental assessment and analysis.
• Provide staff support to meetings of SMBRC’s governing and advisory

committees.

Marine Science and Policy Analyst (Lia Protopapadakis)
• Developing and implementing the SMBRC’s strategies and plans for scientific

research and science-based policy applications.
• Developing new research and restoration priorities, and utilizing research findings

to develop new policies where needed.
• Facilitating the SMBRC’s role in the MLPA stakeholder process, including

coordinating the SMBRC’s Marine Protected Areas Technical Advisory
Committee (MTAC) to identify data gaps. identify habitats and species of
concern. and develop and earn out research projects to inform the State MLPA
process.

• Identifying regional research needs and developing research plan and scopes of
vork

• Developing analytical and’or summary reports such as the State of Bay report and
environmental report cards

• Coordinating the Commission’s Technical Advisory Committees
• Facilitating implementation of the Santa Monica Bay Comprehensi e \ lonitoring

Program. Developing updating an in’ entorv of studies monitoring information
• Communicating monitoring and research findings to the Governing Board. Bay

stakeholders. elected officials and the public. Re iewing scientific literature:
C\ a]uating environmental monitoring data us needed
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• Maintaining contract/project database and tracking system; preparing and

providing regular reports to senior management staff and the Governing Board of

the SMBRC

Project Manager (Sarah Woodard)
• Managing short- and long-term contracts and grant agreements with local

governmental agencies, academic institutions, nonprofit groups. consulting

companies and others.
• Developing and negotiating contracts and grant agreements, including scopes of

work, budgets, deliverables and timelines.

• Fiscal management including processing invoices for payment and ensuring

expenditures reflect the work performed.

• Thorough understanding of projects and constant monitoring of their progress,

including field visits and in-person meetings, to ensure timely and satisfactory

results.
• Participating in the grant/contract award process including solicitation and review

of project proposals.
• Participating in Identification of regional restoration and research needs and

helping to develop programs to fill those needs.

• Maintaining contractproject database and trucking system. Prepare and provide
regular reporting to senior management staff and the Governing Board of the Bay

Restoration Commission.

Administrative Director (Joel Hanson)
• Oversee EPA grants and contracts. Assist in initiating and negotiating new

agreements; assisting with the preparation and submission of EPA payment

requests. Financial Status Reports, and other financial documents; preparing

quarterly progress reports and other scheduled deliverables and ensuring their

timeliness and quality; ensuring compliance with EPA Orders, regulations,

• policies, and agreement terms and conditions, as well as internal SWRCB and

SMBRF policies and procedures; providing accurate advice to management on

complex issues and helping to resolve them expeditiously; and handling

grant/contract closeouts.
• Responsible for general administration of the SMBRF. Assist the accountant in

financial transitions associated with all SMBRC-awarded grants and contracts,

Assist in other grant/contract related processes including: preparing and
publicizing RFPs/RFQ5: identiMng new prospects and developing vendor lists:

organinng and facilitating proposal review committees: and drafting award

documents: helping manage the agreements post-award. Responsible for

Foundation’s asset management.

• Prepare agendas, minutes, reports. and recommendations for action re: the

Commission’s policy and business functions.

• Maintain and update mailing lists and business and correspondence tiles, as well

as other document tiles.
• Coordinate and implement development and maintenance of SMBRC s website.
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Wetlands Restoration Manager (Sean Berguist)
• Participate in Restoration Plan Development. Review restoration

planning documents, assist in data collection and document
organization

• Attend Ballona Restoration Working Group and Science Advisory
Committee Meetings

• Coordinate Interim Stewardship Activities. Work with volunteer
groups to develop a coordinated schedule and identify activity
priorities. Assist with planning, budgeting and permitting interim
stewardship improvement projects. Provide oversight to
implementation of interim stewardship work and document site
conditions.

• Coordinate Ballona Wetlands Restoration Plan (BWRP) with the ACE
Lower Ballona Feasibility Study. Communicate technical planning
issues to the ACE team. Facilitate information sharing between the
studies and complete cost share documentation

• Communicate about the restoration plan in other related forums & projects.
Present project at conferences and other forums. Review and tbllow
TMDLS. IRWMP, and other policy or regulatory programs that may affect
the BWRP. Attend meetings, review and respond to other projects that may
affect BWRP

Wetland Restoration Ecologist (Karma Johnston)

• Overseeing development and implementation of research, monitoring and
restoration projects

• Identifying regional monitoring needs and developing research plan and scopes of
work

• Developing analytical and/or summary reports
• Coordinating scienti tic advisory committees
• Reviewing scientific literature and evaluating environmental monitoring data
• Developing/updating an inventory of relevant studies
• Maintaining contract/project database and tracking system: preparing and

providing regular reports to senior management and the Governing Board of the
SMBRC.

Boater Education and Outreach Coordinator (Grace Lee)

• Coordinate with the Project Manager in developing and implementing projects
anti tasks related to the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project’s Boater Education
Program (BEP). The BEP is a comprchcnsi e pollution prevention program
targeted at Southern California recreational watcrcraft owners.

• Responsible tbr assisting in the implementation and completion of’ tasks cal lcd for
in the scope of work under the following contracts/agreements with the Santa
Monica Bay Restoration Foundation:
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Call fomia Integrated Waste Management Board Used Oil
Grant Program.
California Department of Boating and Waterways Clean Vessel

Act Grant Program.

Unica Luna— Boater Education Program Assistant

Boater Education and Outreach Program
• contributing to program development and planning

• assisting Program Coordinator with planning and coordination of various
stakeholder meetings. trainings and workshops, field work, and boating events

• coordinating volunteers
• contributing to the quarterly newsletter

• creating, developing, assembling, and distributing educational materials

SMBRF program assistant and administrative tasks

• general administrative tasks for SMBRF (e.g. Restaurant Certification Program)

34



VI. BUDGET

A. Funding Authorization

SMBRF — Wetlands Restoration Planning,
MLPA Outreach, Boater Outreach —

Authorized Funding Total

SMBRF F)’ 2010 WOrk Plan
.-lp’’il 30, 2009

!

FY 10 Funding Authorization (Oct. 1,
2009- September 30, 2010)

EPA FY09 Base Funding $ 600,000

SWRCB — TBT & Prop, 50, 80 $ 400,758

$ 575,400

$ 1,576,158
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VII. Travel Costs

FY09 Travel Summary

SVBRF Fl 2010 Work P/ut,
.lp,i/ 30, 2009

S. Luce, G. Wang, J.
ropel, S. Bergguist

S. Luce, L.
Protopapadakis

L. Protopapadakis,
TAC

Il - -

-t

CosUEstimated’
Person(s) —— - Cost

Director., Staff, Board
Members

$ 10,400.00

November-OS

CosUEstimated
Date Trip Purpose Location Person(s) Cost

NEP Meeting New York

EPNANEP Meeting

TAO, MTAC

February-09

Oct. 08— March 09

Others —

TOTAL

Nashinqton, D.C

$ 5,879

Los Angeles

Stakeholder meetings
Jarious SC
ocations

$ 2,584

members $ 1,356

1,021

$ 10,840

FY10 Anticipated Travel

‘Date

____

Trip Purpose

-

NEP Tech Transfer

Location -— -

‘November-i 0 Conference

[RNEP/EPA National
February-09 ççing_ - ashin ton, DO.

TOTAL

Director & staff (x4) $6,20Q
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VIII. FY08 ACCOMPLISHMENTS (To be included)
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S:’tIBRF F) 2010 Work Plan
April 30, 2009

Appendix A. Summary of Bay Restoration Plan Actions

This summary table is provided for reference purposes and relates to the BRP Objective

and milestone numbers listed for each task in Section ilL Task Descriptions of the

SMBRC FY10 Work Plan.
Goal ObjectIve Milestone Implementation Implementation Role of the

L_ I Lead Partners SMBRC

SECTION I. WATER QUALITY

# i:Improvo — 1.1: Attain water quality goats 1.la Develop and adoptTMDLs LARWQCB, EPA LA County and Support and

water quality in TMDLs adopted for 303(d) scheduled for waterbodies in the watershed cities facilitate

through treatment listed waterbodies in the Santa Monica Bay watershed by
or elimination of Santa Monica Bay watershed. 2015 (Appendix A).
pollutant
discharges I

regulated under
the current
federal and state
regulatory
framework

LA County and LARWQCB (1). Support

1.lb Achieve waste toad and watershed cities and facilitate:

toad allocaticns of adopted (2). Provide

TMDLs (Appendix A) for grant funding

waterbodies in the Santa for qualified

——

. Monica2ywatershed

________ _________________ ________________

— projects.

1 2. Decrease nutrient loads 1 .2a. Conduct more and SMBRC City of Matibu,

to Malibu Creek. from both enhance groundwater state Parks

point and nonpoint sources, monitoring to provide further
to eliminate dissolved oxygen information on groundwater
(DO) and algal impairments movement in the Malibu Civic

Center area
I .2b mplement the existing LVMWD. Malibu LARWQCB Facilitate

Malibu Creek nutrient TMDL. watershed cities.
park agencies in
the Santa Monica
Mountains Area

1.2c. Implement additional — LARWOCS — LVMWD, Malibu

regulatory measures to watershed cities.

eliminate water quality park agencies in
impairment the Santa Monica

Mountains Area

— - - t___.___ ---—---- —-

-

_____

3 Eliminate biological 1 .3a Establish a state-wide SWRCB LARWQCB, Support

impacts of water intake and policy to discontInue the use of Coastal power

discharge from coastal power once-through cooling by 2009. plant owners (City

and desalination plants. of LA DWP, NRG,
etc), State Energy
Commission,

• - -

-

.
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SMBRP 1-’)’ 1010 1fli Plan
April 30, 1009

LAP WQCB,
Coastal power
plant owners (City
of LA DWP, NRG,
etc.), State Energy
Commission,
NMFS

1.7 Enact and enforce
residential and commercial
runoff bans by local
m unicipalilies

1.7a. Enhance/improve
information exchange among
local agencies lhrough
mechanisms such as
workshops

_______

1 .7b. Implement regular audits
by municipalities of their
watering regimes and
equipment starting in 2010

Participate
support

1 .3b Phase out the use of once- SWRCB
through cooling by 2021

Support and
facilitate

1 .3c Establish policy to prevent SWRCB LARWQCB Support
entrainment and impingement
impacts and impacts of brine
discharge from potential
desalination facilities.

1.4 Eliminate all harmful 1 .4a Update and finalize the SWRCB City of Malibu, LA SMBRC
discharges to Areas of inventory of illicit discharges to County,
Special Biological ASBS in the Bay and . LAP WQCB
Significance (ASBS) strategy/policy for eliminating

harmful discharge by 2010

1 .4b. Eliminate all identified SWRCB LARWQCB, City Support
harmful discharges to ASBS in of Malibu, LA
the Bay by 2018 County

1 .5a. Complete an inventory of SMBRC LA County, Lead
re-development permits with watershed cities
ground-truthing to determine if
post development monitoring is

1.5 Improve and enhance the effective and if developments

effectiveness of storm water met SUSMP requirements, by

pollution regulations 2011

1.5b. Upgrade SUSMP LARWQCB LA County, Support
provisions so they include, but watershed cities
are not limited to, performance-
based design criteria by 2010

1.6 Develop a regional 1 .6a Complete a feasibility study LA County Watershed cities, Support
funding mechanism for storm of a county-wide property MRCA
water quality improvement assessment for storm

water quality improvement by
2009
1 .6b. Identify other financing LA County WaTershed cities, Support,
mechanisms to provide local MPCA participate
governments with funds for
storm water programs.

1.6c. Implement a funding LA County
mechanism, e.g. property
assessment

Watershed cities Support

Watershed cities.
LA County

Local water
districts

Support

Watershed cities.
LA County

Local water
districts

17c Enforcebc&pwhibWcnstWahedciesLARWQCB Promote
on dry-weather runoff I LA County

I .--_____

______
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1.8 Eliminate nonpoint
pollution from on-site
wastewater treatment system
(OSwrs)

City of MalibuI 8a Eliminate OWTSs in the
Malibu Civic Center and Malibu
Colony. Upgrade OWTSs at
Serra Retreat. Construct
centralized wastewater
treatment facility for civic center

- with advanced tertiary treatment
and water recycling capablity.

LARWQCB

1.8b. Achieve full compliance of
waste discharge requirements
(WDRs) issued by the
LARWQCB for all multi-family
and commercial establishments
in northern Santa Monica Bay
watershed

City of Malibu. City
of LA. LA County

LA R WO C B

Promote

Promote and
facilitate

Promote1 8c. Establish and fully
Implement a permitting program
as laid out under the MOU
between LARWQCB and ocal
agencies for operation.
inspection, and monitoring of
owl-S

City of Malibu, City
of LA. LA County

LARWQCB

LARWQCB1.8d. Develop and implement
more stringent requirements in
environmentally sensitive areas
for the instalaton and operation
of wastewater management
systems

City of Malibu, City
of LA, LA County

Promote

1 .8e. Upgrade all OWTS within
600 feet of waters impaired for
nutrients and/or fecal bacteria to
advanced treatment
(denitrification and/or
disinfection)

U 2:lmprove
water quality
through pollution
prevention and

control

City of Malibu, City
of LA, LA County

LA RW Q C B Promote

2.1 Increase pervious f 2.la. Incorporate green
surfaces and storm water infrastructure elements. e.g.

i infillralion by supporting biofiltration and rain garoens.

green infrastructure into the standard street design
and maintenance practices of
cities and LA. County by 2010

LA County,
watershed cities

Promote

2.lb. Develop model green
street and LID ordinances by
2009 Adopt green street and
LID ordinances by at least five
cities by 2011.

Five watershed
cities

LA County, other
watershed cities

and/or LbyJ+’
state policies to standardize use Watershed cities
of green infrastructure
throughout the watershed.
Develop policies direcling a
portion of street
construction/publ:c works
budgets to green infrastructure

—- by 2010

_______ ______

2.ld. Develop guidelines to
reconcile the implementation of
LID practices with other possibly
conflicting public service goals.

— --. -

Lead in
development of
model
ordinances.
Promote
ordinance
adoption
Promote

]promote -iLA County,rzJ
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2.le. Implement green
infrastructure pilot projects, e.g.
green street projects, property
retrofits, and treatment
wetlands, that lead to
standardization of practices by
municipalities/agencies (one
project completed every two
years)

April 30, 2009

2.4. Reduce pollutant loading
from commercial and
recreational boating activities

2.5. Reduce generation and
discharge of trash, oil and
grease. and other pollutants
from commercial areas

2.4a. Adopt sewage
management plans at all
marinas in the Bay by 2Q12

2.4d. Require mcbile pumpout
services for all boats berthed in
Marina del Rey as part of
standard lease agreements.

SMBRC Watershed cities. Lead and
SWRCB, OPC provide funding

support.

2.1f. Complete the pilot , City of LA, Coastal Lead in funding
downspout disconnection Conservancy the pilot
project and revise municipal project.
codes to encourage downspout Promote code
disccnnection from the storm revision.
drain system
2.1g. Complete construction of City of Malibu Coastal Facilitate and
storm water infiltration and Conservancy participate in
treatment facilities at Malibu planning and
Legacy Park by 2Q12. technical

. review

2.2 Restrict the use of 2.2a. Adopt bans or establish State Legislature LA County, Promote
disposable plastics fees on plastic fast-food watershed cities

containers and plastic bags at
all retail stores by 2Q1Q, initially
targeting polystyrene.

2.3. Reduce aerial deposition 2.3a. Conduct further studies to SWRCB, CARB Assist in
of storm water pollutants to estimate airborne pollutant developing the
the watershed loading from area-specific needed

sources (e.g. LAX). studies.

2.3b. Improve coordination and SWRCB, CARB Promote
collaboration between SWRCB
and CARB to establish airborne
pollutant loading reduction
policies, including reduction
goals.

LAC-QBH, City of
Redondo Beach

2 4b. Achieve recycling of all LAC-DBH, City of
used oils disposed by boaters Redondo Beach
by_2015
2.4c. Install bilge pumpouts at LAC-DBH, City of
marinas that still do not have Redondo Beach
them by 2Q15

Promote and
assist in
developing the
management
Assist through
the boater

I program
Promote and
facilitate

FacilitateLAC-DBH. marina
operators

2.5a: Install more catchbasin
screening and infiltration
devices at high trash generating
areas by 2012,

Watershed cities.
LA County

‘‘

fgb.Aeiiicans
design, placement and trash
pIck-up in selected high-trash
areas of the watershed by 2012

Watershed cities,
LA County

I Participate

Participate
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2Sc Install cigarette butt
receptacles in front of all
restaurants and bars in the
south bay cities (MB, HB, RB)
and West Hollvood, and
expanding to other cities and
unincorporated LA County.

2.,Sd. Expand criteria for
restaurant certification program,
and achieve participation by all
watershed municipalities in the
restaurant certification program
by 2011

2,6a. Institutionalize SMBRC
participation in Coastal Cleanup
Day by 2009

—- — -— —.

— 16b.Expandinlandcieanups
as part of Coastal Cleanup Day

__________________ _________ ________

efforts

_________________ _____________________________ ____________________

2.7a. Initiate a new round of PIE
program at teast every three
years

2.Bb Identify and apply suitable
models to help target and
prioritize installation of pollution
prevention and reduction BMPs.

potential biological effects of
emerging contaminants (e.g.
bioaccumulation in locally
caught fish).

_____________

— — —

permits. — . -

___________

3.2. Reduce loading of 3.2a. Enhance existing
emerging contaminants in education programs to reduce
waterways household disposal of

pharmaceutical products into
the sewer system, and promote
an extended producer
responsibility (e g.
pharmaceuticals take-back)

Watershed cities,
LA County

Participate

46. Institutionalize and
expand annual Coastal
Cleanup

SMBRC,
watershed cities

Lead

SMBRC

Heal the Bay

Lead

2.7. Increase public
awareness through Public
Involvement and Education
(PIE) mini-grant program

Facilitate

SM BR C LARWQCB

2.8. Evaluate the
effectiveness of BMPs for
reduction of pollutant loading
from storm water runoff and
other nonpoint scurces.

Lead

Li

2.Ba. Collect data and conduct
analysis to determine the
effectiveness of BMPs for storm
water and nonpoint source
pollution recuction

SMBRC LeadLA County.
watershed cities,
LARWQCB

Watershed cities

#3: Address 3.1. Institutionalize monitoring 3.la. Compile an inventory of

Potential Impacts of emerging contaminants relevant research and continue

of Emerging carrying out studies to asses the

Contaminants

LA County

EPA. SWRCB

Participate

LARWQCB.
LACSD. City of LA
B. of Sanitation.
SCCWRP

Facilitate

3.lb. Standardize analysis
methods for emerging
contaminants

EPA. SWRCB,
State Dept. ol
Public Health

]3.lc. Add emerng LARWQCB
contaminants to monitoring
plans required under NPDES

LARWQCB,
LACSD. City of LA
B. of Sanitation

Promote

Promote

LACSD, City 6FLA
B. of San.

— -

- Promote

—
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State MLPA
Initiative

DFG, CA
Resources
Agency/OPC, CA
State Parks,
Resources Legacy
Fund Foundation,
CA Water
Resources Control
Board, CA
Department of
Beaches and
Harbors, California
Coastal
Commission. Heal
the Bay, Santa
Monica
Baykeeper.
NRDC, Sea Grant.
SEALab, Coastal
Cities. recreational
and commercial
fishermen groups.
recreational non-
consumptive user
groups.

3.2b. Identify a list of emerging
contaminants of concern, Enact
state legislation to ban certain
contaminants or replace with
alternative products.

EPA, SWRCB,
State Dept. of
Public Health

SM/IRE Fl 2010 ffnk P/€i’z
April 30, 2009

LARWQCB,
LACSD, City of LA
B. of San.

Promote

SECTION II. NATURAL RESOURCES

#4: Create/ 4.1. Develop and institute 4.la. Adopt stream protection City of LA Watershed cities, Lead n drafting
support policies stream protection ordinances ordinances or policies by SMBRC, Coastal the ordinance
and programs to and/or policies affected Santa Monica Bay Conservancy and facilitate its
protect natural watershed cities (City of Los adoption
resources Angeles by 2009). Provide grant

funding for
restoration

, projects.
4.lb. Adopt SMBRC grant SMBRC Lead
making policy to give preference
for funding stream restoration
and enhancement projects in
affected cities that have adopted
stream protection ordinances

4.lc. AdopUupdate and LARWQCB SWRCB, LA Promote and
implement a hydromodifcation County assist in
policy through the renewed developing
municipal stormwater permits by
2011

4.2. Evaluate potential Marine 4.2a. Complete a data gap SMBRC OPC/State Lead
Protected Areas in the Bay analysis for Marine Protected Coastal

Areas Conservancy,
member
organizations of
the MTAC

4.2b. Complete monitoring SMBRC
needed to fill data gaps for
Marine Protected Areas

DFG. SCCWRP Lead

Participate4.2c. Comptete the state MLPA
process in the South Coast
region and establish an MPA
network in the Southern
California Bight by 2011.
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4.4. Evaluate and address
polential impacts of new
p;pelines and offshore
energy development to
prevent negative impacts on
the bay

4.2d. Develop monitonng plan
for MPAs in the Bay or the south
coast network

4.3a. Develop reliable
population estimates for fish and
invertebrate species with heavy
fishing pressures fag. rock fish
spp. Spiny lobster, red sea
urchin). Set numeric goals for
sustaining the population of
these species by 2013.

4.3b. Develop reliable
assessment of recreational
fishing effort (total take,
locations frequented by anglers,
etc.) and their effects on
population of key fish species by
2011.

4 3c Prioritize and establish
fishery management plans
(FMPs) for key fish species of
concern (e.g. California halibut.
surfperches, and grunion) by
2012

_________________

4.3d. Establish more stnngent
restnction on collection of native
species such as Giant keyhole
limpet that are exploited for non-
fishery purposes (e.g.
pharmaceutical and aquarium
trade).

I 4.4a Assess the potential
impacts and participate in the
review of environmental
documents for the new pipelines
in the Bay by 2009.

4.4b Assess potential impacts of MMS. DFG
and participate in the review of
environmental documents for
shcre drilling, wind farms wave
energy generation. etc. Santa
Mor.’ca Bay

MLPA Initiative,
OST, SCCWRP,
LACSD, OPC

Pacific States
Marine Fisheries
Commission
(PSMFC). Pacific
Fisheries
F1 a na gem en t
Council (PFMC),
Commercial and
Recreational
Fishermen and
Fishing groups,
Sea Grant,
SEALab, OPC.
NRDC. SM
Baykeeper

PSMFC, CFGC, --

PFMC. NMFS,
Santa Monica
Baykeeper,
Recreational
Fishermen and
Fishing Groups.
Heal the Bay. Sea
Grant

Aquanums. cities
and counties with
protected
tidepools. USC
Sea Grant,
Pharmaceutical
companies,
Medical Research
Facilities, WIES

Coastal
Commission,
Coast Guard.
NOAA

DFG

DFG, NMFS4.3. Evaluate and estabish
additional regulatory
measures for protection of
fishery resources.

promoH

DFG, NMFS Promote

DFG PSMFC Promote

DFG.CFGC Promote

_t.

SMBRC Lead

Facilitate

___

zJ.:zH
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4.5. Evaluate and address
potential impacts of climate
change on Santa Monica Bay

4,5a, Develop maps projecting
impacts of sea level rise in
Santa Monica Bay

4.5b. Compile information and
develop white papers on
potential impacts of global
warning and adaptive strategies.

EPA, NO?A, OPC,
California Coastal
Commission,
California Coastal
Conservancy

4.6. Facilitate and coordinate 4.6a. Obtain funding for SMBRC, Dept. of Lead
water quality improvement watershed coordinators in RCDSMM Conservation
and habitat restoration Ballona Creek and Malibu Creek
programs in key watersheds by 2009
subwatersheds

4.6b. Complete historical SMSRC SCCWRP Lead
ecology and water budget
studies for the Ballona Creek
watershed by 2010 -. .

4.7. Implement a . SMBRC LARWOCB. EPA, Lead
Comprehensive Bay 4.7w Partiopate in Bight-wide SCCWRP, DFG
Monitoring Program regional surveys and monitoring

network.
4.7b. Incorporate Bay LARWOCB EPA. NPDES Promote
comprehensive monitoring permittees
designs into monitoring
requirements under NPDES
permits

SMBRC LARWQCB, EPA, Lead
4.7c. Establish a coordination SCCWRP,
structure, including a stable NPDES
funding pool” to ensure long- permittees. DFG

term implementation of the
monitoring program ——

#5: Acquire land 5.1. Purchase 2000 acres of 5.la Purchase available private SMMC, State Support
for preservation priority open space in the parcels in Corral Canyon to Coastal
of habitat and Santa Monica Mountains protect watershed function, Conservancy
ecological provide beach water quality
services benefit and provide habitat and

recreational connectivity from
the headwaters to the coast

5 lb Purchase other private SMMC, State SCWRP Participate and
parcels in the Santa Monica Coastal support
Mountains as they become Conservancy
available.

5.2. Purchase priority parcels 5.2a.Develop a parcel map with SMBRC MRCA, State Lead
in urbanized areas of the prioritized properties for Coastal
watershed purchase in Ballona Creek Conservancy. CCI

watershed
5.2b. Identify and prioritize SMBRC MRCA. State Lead
shared acquisition goals. , Coastal

i Conservancy. City
and County parks ] F
and recreation

. i departments. other
land

S’:.. conservancies j* I___

OPC NOAA

SMBRC

Participate

Lead
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6.1. Achieve 303d listing for
aquatic invasive species in
Malibu Creek

6.3. Develop and adopt plan
and policies for invasive
species conirol and
prevention

6.5. Fund and conduct
invasive species removal
programs and projects

6.la. Compile and provide data
to RWQCB for their 303d listing
review of existing invasive
species and their impacts to
beneficial uses

- 5.2a Expand the education and
outreach on control of
mudsnails, including more
mudsnail signs and broader
dissemination of mudsnail video

6.2b. Expand education and
outreach to control of other
Invasive species

______

5.3a. Develop and adopt
watershed-spec:fic

i comprehensive plans for control
and prevention of invasive

— speciesby2oll
6.3b. Adopt a policy for
SMBRC-funded prolects that
have the potential to introduce
invasive species by 2010

I 5.4a Coordinate with DFG
Aquatic Invasive Species
Management Plan and achieve
Restricted Species Listing for
crayfish, a,’undo donax, pampas

grass and ice plant

______ ______

6.5a. Fund ripahan invasive
species removal and native
revegetalion programs on 20
acres in the Santa Monica
Mountains by 2014

_________________

6.5b. Fund invasive species
removal and revegetation on 20
acres of coastal bluffs and
dunes by 2015

6.5c. Continue crayfish removal SMBRC
activities in Trancas canyon

7,la. Complete feasibility study
by 2008. Determine preferred
alternative by 2009.

7 lb. Complete baseline
monitoring by 2010

- - - —-

7.lc, Secure funding source I Coastal
(approximately $50 M. total Conservancy
project cost 5100—200 M)
sufficient to complete first phase
implementation of preferred
alternative by 2010 — - —. — — — -.

Coastal
Conservancy,
SCWRP, NMFS,
PVPLC, LAC
DBH. LACC

Pepperdine
University

State Parks,
NMFS

# 6: Manage
invasive species

SMBRC

6,2. Coordinate ad fund
I public education and

outreach on invasive species

LARWQCB ‘ Lead

SMBRC State Parks, Lead
SMMC. NPS

SMMC. NPS

5CC. SWRCB,
SMMC. DFG

SMBRC

6.4. Ban imporlation and sale
of selected invasive species

Lead

DFG Dept. Agriculture Facilitate

DFG Dept. of Facilitate
Agriculture

SMBRC

#7: Restore
wetlands, streams
and riparian
zones

Lead

7.1. Restore Ballona
Wetlands

Lead

Coastal
Conservancy

Coastal
Conservancy.
S MBRC

Participate

Co-LeadSlate Parks.
SCWRP. NMFS

State Parks,

SCWRP, NMFS
Parlicipate

— _zzjz.__
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7.2. Restore Malibu Lagoon 7.2a. Fully implement the
restoration plan for Malibu

I Lagoon by 2Q10.

7,Sd. Restore Stone Canyon
Creek at UCLA by 2011

7,5e Identify stream restoration
alternatives within Baldwin Hills
and nearby areas draining the
Conservancy project area.

__

-f-.—

SM/lit! F) 2(110 II Plan
April 30, 2009

Coastal
Conservancy.
State Parks

SCWRP Participate

7.2b. Acquire and restore City of rylalibu State Parks. Promote
additional lands surrounding the SCWRP
current Lagoon footprint and
along the lower Malibu Creek

7.3 Remove fish barriers and 7.3a. Remove priority barhers SMBRC. Coastal NMFS Lead
open 20 miles of stream identified by the SMBRC. Conservancy.
habitat to migrating steethead including barriers on Malibu State Parks.
trout Creek (Rindge Dam, I MRCA

;

Century Darn, Cold Canyon,
Las Virgenes in MCSP),
Solstice Creek (PCH Bridge

. Replacement), Zuma (at
grade road) by 2018
7 3b Complete ACQE feasibility ACQE Slate Parks. I Participate
study for Rindge Dam removal SMMC. NMFS
by 2010

7.3c. Incorporate removal of State Parks SMMC, NMFS Participate
Arroyo Sequit barriers into State
Parks work plan by 2009:
secure funding for removal and
begin implementation by 2010

7.4. Increase body of 7.4a. Conduct technical SMBRC . Lead
knowledge on local stream background work needed to
function including hydrology understand tocat hydrology and
and geomorphology, develop regional curves for local
especially urbanized streams streams by 2010.

7.4b. Host semi-annuat stream SMBRC — LA County. Lead
restoration workshops to watershed cities.
transfer technical information state
and knowledge on techniques conservancies
for urban stream restoration to
agency and nonprofit staff and
the public

7.5. Restore urban streams. 7 5a Complete Balicna SMBRC MRCA. Baldwin Lead
includir.g dayligntirg Greenway pianning by 2008 Hills Conservancy.
culveded streams and Secure fundirg and implement Culver C;ty. City of
removing cement channels two priority Greenway prcjects l

. LA
by2Oll.
7.Sb. Conduct a feasibility study
for stream daylighting in
Lafayette Park

SMBRC

7 5c Implement stream i SMBRC
restoraticn prcjec:s fl the
Maiibu Creek watersned.

City of LA. MRCA.
Coastal
Con servancy

Lead

Malibu Watershed
Cities. Coastal
Conservancy

Lead

ParticipateSM Baykeeper UCLA

Baldwin Hills State Parks LA
Conservancy I County. City of LA

Participate
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7.51. Protectipurchase
remaining undeveloped lands,
especially stream corridors, e.g.
Hoag Canyon and remaining
Corral Canyon properties

SAIBRF Fl 201(1 Ifln* Plan
April 30, 2009

7.8. Restore Oxford Lagoon
to provide nalive species
habitat, improved waler
quality, improved flood
storage, and greater pubi:c
access

7.7b. Secure funding and
implement restoration plan by
2Q11

7Mb Complete restoration
design and CEQA process by
2010
7.Sc. Complete implementation
of the lagoon restoration plan by
2015

79a.Purchase private parcels
immedately adjacent to the
lagoon by 2Q11

7gb. Conduct a feasibility study,
develop a restoration plan and
complete CEQA process by

MRCA, Coastal
Conservancy

Participate

7.5 Restore Topanga Lagoon 7.6a. Complete the State Park State Parks Participate

General Plan for Topanga
Lagoon by 2010

7.6b. Complete the EIR for re- State Parks, Caltrans Participate

aligning the PCH bridge over Coastal
Topanga Lagoon — Conservancy
7.Sc, Complete lull Lagoon State Parks Caltrans . Participate

restoration by 2020

‘ 7.7. Restore Grand Canal to 7.7a. Complete restoration - City of LA NA Participate

improve water quality, design and CEQA process by
increase wetlands habitat and 2008
public access, and remove
invasive species.

City of LA,
SMBRC

EPA, Coastal
Conservancy

Co-lead

7.8a. Set up advisory group for County of LA Participate

restoration planning by 2009

County of LA

County of LA

7.9. Restore Del Rey Lagoon
to improve water quality and
increase wetlands habitat and
public access.

Participate

Participate

City of LA Participate

City of LA

City of LA

Participate

#8: Restore
coastat bluffs,
dunes, and sandy
beaches

Participate

______________________

2013
79c. Complete implementation
by 2015

7.10. Evaluate feasibility of - 7.lOa. Completeafeasibility — NPS Landowner Participate

Trancas lagoon acquisition analysis by 2009
and restoration

8 1 Restore uff habrtat for 8.la.Cornp!ete restoration of T lay c,iZ ‘3o&iaT rticipate

El Segundo blue bittedly four top pnority sites (15 LAC-DBH Conservancy.

acres) identified in the Beach DFG. NOAA

Bluff Restoration Master Plan by

8.lb. Enhance and expand LAX
restoration of El Segundo
Dunes

Support
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SAIRRE F)’ 2010 flni Plait
Apr11 30, 2009

Sic. Complete more bluff PVPLC, PVP cities I NOAA
restoration projects on PV
peninsula

82 Protect and manage 8.2a. Develop sandy beach LAC-DBH, State DFG, NOAA Facilitate
sandy beach habitats restoration and management Parks

plans that encourage protection
of natural resources and human
recreational opportunities by
2011
8.2b. Develop best practices for LAC-DBH, State DFGNOAA Facilitate
beach management for sandy Parks
beach habitat conservation.
Establish formal procedures for

:
Beach Management I

L —-
Cerlificalion by 2013 .

8.2c. Establish a program lo SMBRC I LAC-DBH, State Lead
monitor beach animals and P Parks. DFG
plants in cooperation with NOk
scientists and communty
members_by_2010
8.2d. Develop and begin to LAC-DBH. State DFG. NOAA Participate
implement beach restoration Parks
and/or habitat conservation

projects by 2012

# 9:Restore — 9.1. Restore and monitor flve I 9.la Restore two acres of kelp SM Baykeeper Coastal Participate
intertidal and acres of kelp forest habitat by 2009 Conservancy.
subtidal habitats MSRP

9.lb Restore five acres of kelp SM Baykeeper Coastal , Participate
habitat by 2012 Conservancy.

. MSRP

9.2. Protect and manage 9.2a. Conductapilot project to Coastal L4C-DBH Participate
,

rocky intertidal habitat test three different methods of Conservancy.

: . intertidal protection by 2012 State Parks

9.2b. Propose adoption of Coastal LAC-D8H Participate
. optimal management measures Conservancy.

by responsible agencies by State Parks

F 2013

9.3 Re-introduce and restcre 9.3a Complete a pilot project to SeaLab NOM Par&ipate
an abalone population I re-introduce abalone to local

native habitat by 2010

Participate

9.4. Assess and protect
suHgrass habitat

I

_ ___

10 Protect and 10.1.Continue monitohng -

restore open recovery of benthic habitats
ocean and deep at POTW discharge ouffalls

F water habitats

9.4a. Conduct an assessment
on the status of historical and
existing sudgrass habitats and
develop management
recommendations by 2010.

NOANNMFS DFG Participate

lOla. Produce a 10-year
assessment report by 2012

F r..___.

SCCWRPCSDLAC City of
LA

Participate

5!
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S.iIBRF Fl 2011) 1J’o,* Plan
April 30, 2009

10.2. Update and expand
knowledge of deep canyon
and deep reef habitats

10.3. Assess harmful algal
bloom and its causes and
impacts on Says ecosystem

10.3a.Conduct and coordinate
research en causes and impacts
of harmful algal blooms in Santa
Monica Bay

10,3b. Establish a coordinated
HAS alert network

SCCWRP.
SCOOS, Regional
Universities

SCCWRP,
SCOOS, Regional
Universities

SECTION III. BENEFITS AND VALUES TO HUMANS

1 1.lb. Evaluate the water
circulation improvement device
installed at Mother’s Beach and
recommend enhancement if
necessary. y 2013
11 1c. Enhance collaboration
among local agences through
the 5MB Beaches Bacteria
TMDL jurisdictional workgroups.
Develop and mplement an
integrated approach to reduce
wet-weather pathogen
contamination by 2012

hid. Further evaluate sand as
scurce of beach bacteria and
potential health risks to
swimmers (especially children)

1 1,2a Conduct more research
efforts on development of new
rapid pathogen indicators

11 2b. Incorporate effective
indicator monitoring tectiniques
into current monitoring
ppgrams by 2012. —

ii .2c. Establish SMBRC as a
forum for facilitating application
and adoption of new indicators
by hosting annual meetings, etc.

SWRCB, State
Health, EPA,
LARWQCB

10.2a. Update information from
previous assessment and
conduct new reconnaissance
study if necessary

CSDLAC Participate

S MBRC Lead

State OPC

U 11: Protect
public health

Promote

l. Achieve zero beach . 1 a. Fund diversions of all dry
closures and postings at weather (summer and winter dry
Santa Monica Bay beaches periods) at un-diverted drains,

as short-term soluticns to beach

I bacteha,by2012

SWRCB (CBI) LA County. beach
cities

Participate

I SWRCB (CBI) LAC-DBH Promote

LA County.
watershed cities

LARWQCB Participate

112. Develop and adopt new
pathogen indicators and

J source identification tools

SWRCB (CBI)

by 2010

SWRCB (CSl),
EPA

Support

PromoteSCCWRP

SMBRC

Support

SWRCB (CBI).
EPA

11 3. tmprove public —. 11 3a. Obtainmorebeach ‘‘fiA County Health. LA County Fn’e —

notification of beach water warning signs for LA. County LAC-DBH Dept. (L.feguards)

quality Health Department. Evaluate
and place signs at better
locations bj,gpç — — —

Lead

‘FacWtate fl

I.
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11.3b Disseminate results of
new epidemiological study
results via cur website, mailing
list, and Journal by 2010

1.5 Expand institutional
control measures
(enforcement, monitoring.
and education) through
coordination with partner
agencies to reduce the risk of
consumption of contaminated
fish in high risk ethnic
communities

11 .Sa. Reestablish catch-oan
area to correspond with
commercial catch-blocks in
order to increase understanding
of regulations and enforce
adherence to regulations by
2010

‘1.51. Reach cut taX pier
fishers with FCEC messag’ng
by 2010

- 11.5g ncrease enforcement of DFG
exsing bag limit for white
croak er by 2010

Heal the Bay
Cabnllo Aquarium

EPA

SMBRC

11.4. Deveop and issue new
seafood consumption
advisories and risk
communication messages

SMBRP [“1 2010 IJo,’k P/un
.11n’i/ 30, 2009

SCCWRP Lead

11.4a. Develop and issue new
fish consumption advisory by
2010

OEHHA. EPA State Public
Health

11.4b Update fish advisory
signage and deve.op and
distribute new educational
materials by 2011

Promote

OEHHA, EPA j State Public
Healtn. LA County
Health, other
FCEC partners

Par.cipate

OFG, EPA Promote

11 ,5b. Utilize community LA County Health Promote
organizations and health Dept., EPA
professionals to educate at-risk
families

1 1.Sc. Enhance the health — — LA County Health NA Promote
inspectors’ program to educate Dept., EPA
markets on “best practrces” in
purchasing uncontaminated fish
by 2010.

11 5d. Reduce to 6 percent by EPA, LA County NA Promote
2010 and to 4 percent by 2014 Health Dept.
the amount of markets found to

! have white croaker with DOT
and PCB contaminant leveis

: above FDA action levels by
2010

1 1.5e. Increase by 10 percent EPA. LA County Health Promote
, angler awareness of local fish ‘ Dept.

advisory by 2010 (Angler
awareness of local fish advisory
should be equal to or greater

ki 2010)
EPA.

11.6 Remediate 11 .6a Complete and publicize
contaminated sediments the draft plan tor remediating

contaminated sediments on
Palos ‘Jerdes shelf by 2009.

Promote

Promote

EPA (Superfund) Promote

7 - -

4ne. Finalize and npiementa EPA{Superfund —_______

remediation plan by 2012.

—..—

mole
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&‘IIBRF Fl 2011) Work PIa,z
Apr11 30, 2009

121. Purchase and restore
priority parcels to increase
acreage of ecologically
functioning floodplains and
wetlands

12.2. Develop hydrology and
hydraulic (H&H) standards for
stream restoration projects in
LA County.

13.1. Increase public access
to Santa Monica Mountains
through purchase and
enhancement of open space

12.la. Develop a parcel map
with prioritized properties for
purchase in Ballona Creek
watershed by 2011 (Also see
milestone under Goal #5)

12.2a. Work with LA County
FCD to determine appropriate
H&H standards to optimize
habitat, water quality and flood
control features for stream
restoration projects. by 2012.

13.la. Purchase available
private parcels (induding those
specified under Objective #5.1)
and open more access
easements to increase public
access and recreational
opportunities by 2012.

13 2a. Acquire and convert 30
acres of oarks/open space in
urban areas, focused on the
needs of underserved
communities, by 2020

surfaces and increase
recreational opportunities

- 13.2c. Acquire parcel at north
end of Del Rey Lagoon for City
of LA ownership as identified
under Objective 7.9 to improve
connectivity to Balboa Creek
estuarj

MRCA, State
Coastal
Conservancy,
SMBRC

Coastal
Conseriancy.
State Dept. of
Parks and
Recreation, NPS

Lead and fund
in collaboration
with partners

Co-lead#12:
M aintainlincrease
natural flood
protection
through
ecologically
functioning
floodplains and
wetlands

F ii: Increase
public access to
beaches and open
space

LA County,
SMBRC

ACOE Co-lead

113 Decrease peak flood — 12.3a. Conduct modeling to SMBRC LA County, Lead

flows by increasing natural determine optimal locations for watershed cities

infiltration in developed areas conversion of impervious
surfaces to pervious surfaces by
2009

SMMC. Coastal
Commission

Participate

13.2, Increase acreage and
access to parks and open
space in urbanized areas
through purchase and
conversion of private parcels

MRCA Coastal — — Participate
Conservancy

13.2b. Acre parcel adjaceofLAJ
to Lafayette Park for public SMBRC
ownership to convert to pervious

City of LA, MRCA,
Coastal
Conser.ancy

head
-.

astai — Thflbna Wetlands
Conservancy Restoration

Working Group

City of LA

13.3. Increase public access 13 3a Open a pubiic access Facilitate

points to Ballona Creek and point to Ballona Wetlands by
wetlands 2010

13.3b. Complete the Ballona MRCA, Baldwin Lead

Greenway planning and Hills Conservancy,

:rnplementat:on of select s.:es. Culver City. City cf

to :ncrease recreational ,
LA

opoortunity and connectivity
.

aong Ballona Creek (Also see
Ob1ective #7 5)

f13.3c.Fund community outreach DFG, Coastal “f Ballona watershed{tacilitate

and education about bike path Conservancy cities

— — ——

—

safety and use. and develop an
aclion plan to address

__

- - - Z°ZEZi_
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£‘tIliRP Fl 2010 ffa,* Plan
ipi’il 30, 2009

13.4. Increase public access
to Santa Monica Bay beaches

1 3.4b. Complete Santa Monica
Bay section of the California
Coastal Trail by 2020

Coastal
Conservancy.
State Lands
Commission. State
Dept. of Parks and
Recreation

Coastal
Conservancy.
State Lands
Commission. State
Dept. of Parks and
Recreation

14.3 Further upgrade
wastewater treatment at
POTWs to Increase
wastewater recycling and
reuse

14.2b. Develop and adopt new
requirements for planting of
native vegelations in
landscaping on public
properties.

14 2c Provide financrat
j incentives for water

conservation

14.3a. Recycle sufficient
wastewater to replace current
imported water supplies in the
area served by JWPCP of the
LACSD 1230.000 acre-feet per
year) by 2020

Coastai
Conservancy.
State Lanes
Commissio9. Slate
Dept. of Parks and
Recreation

Watershed cities. LARWQCB
local water
districts

Regional and local
water districts.
watershed cities,
LA County

Regional and local
water districts.
watershed cities.
LA County

LACSD IJWPCP).
West Basin
Municipal Water
District

13.4a. Improve dissemination of
information on public beach
access

Coastal
Commission

Participate

Coastal
Commission

Promote

i 13.4c Open mole Otter to
Dedicate (OTD) public access
easemem a’ong Santa Monica
Bay that are currently closed to
the pubi;c

#14: Conserve
water and
increase local
water supply

Coastal
Cammission

14.1. Increase local water
supplies

Promote

14.la. Capture, treat and reuse
dry weather and storm water
runoff in consistent with the
numeric target set by the
regional IRWMP

Facilitate

14.lb. Treat and reuse Watershed cities. LARWQCB Promote
contaminated ground water LA County. local
consistent with the numeric municipal water

‘ target set by the reg:onal districts.
,_______________ IRWMP.

14 ic. Develop standards for Watershed cities. LARWOCB Promote and
rain water use Develop and LA County participate
implement financial incentives

.

I
for storm water recharge

: projects tnat produce new water
and offset reiance on imported I
potable waler supply

‘ 14.2. Enhance water 14 2a. Reduce water demand Regional and local , NA Promote
conservation by enhancing existing water water distr,cts.

conservation watershed cities.
measures/programs LA County

NA Participate

NA Promote

Support



SMBRFFY2OJO Work P/tin
April 30, 2009

1 4.3b. Increase u5e of recycled LADWP, City of MWD. SWRCB Support

water recharge volume from the LA B. of
Hyperion Treatment Plant, Sanitation, West
including the City of LA’s Basin Municipal

planned delivery of 14,300 ac- Water District,
ft’year in stages. in additfon to
the potential to supply WBMWD
with up to 67,000 ac-ft/year by
2020.
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